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PALESTINE SURVEY: 
The Federalization Plan 


‘~~ TRUE explanation of the British raid on the 
Jewish Agency on June 29th, and of the subse- 
quent “phases” of the campaign against the Yishuv 
which have been threatened and are apparently now 
being put into effect, was given at the end of this 
month when some particulars of the British plan of 
“communal federalism” for Palestine were released 
to certain newspapermen. At this writing the full 
document has not been made public, but certain es- 
sential points reported by the press throw an unam- 
biguous light on the motives and procedure of the 
British government. 

The plan calls for the division of Palestine into 
three administrative zones: British, or central gov- 
ernment (almost half the country); Arab (about 
two-thirds of the remaining half); and Jewish (about 
1500 of Western Palestine’s over 10,000 square 
miles). Like the Peel proposal for partition, the “fed- 
eralization” scheme sets up Jaffa as an Arab enclave 
in the Jewish area. Jerusalem, with its almost two- 
thirds Jewish population, is held as a British adminis- 
tered enclave in the Arab zone (as is also Beth- 
lehem.) The Haifa port area is, of course, a British 
security zone, as well as the whole of the Negev. In 
total area, the Jewish province is slightly more than 
half as large as the inadequate territorial share once 
proposed by the Peel Commission for a Jewish State. 

The plan does not call for establishing a Jewish— 
or, for that matter, an Arab state in partitioned Pales- 
tine. In the words of the New York Times correspon- 
dent, the provincial governments set up under the 
plan (whose key personnel, vested with veto power, 
would be appointed by the British) would “have con- 
siderably less autonomy than was enjoyed by Britain’s 
American colonies in the 18th century.” Among the 
“subjects” reserved for final decision by the (British- 
controlled) central government would be whether 
or not, and at what rate, Jewish immigrants would be 
admitted even into the Jewish canton of Palestine. If 
the (British-appointed) Ministers of the provincial 
government should, by some chance, wish to question 
a central government decision on this matter, they 
would have the “right” of appeal to the United 
Nations’ Trusteeship Council. 

A final characteristic touch in the whole plan is 
the provision that the transfer to Palestine of 100,- 
000 uprooted Jews, whose speedy admission Presi- 
dent Truman first requested in September 1945, 
would be “initiated immediately it is decided to put 
the constitutional proposals into effect.” The Jewish 
DP’s, in other words, are still being used as hostages 


by the British to extort from a Jewish leadership, 
beaten also with the bloody stick of military repres- 
sion in Palestine, a waiver of the rights (and the 
hopes) of their people; rights which had been sol- 
emnly sealed with international approval as the 
grounds and sanction upon which Britain itself first 
obtained entry into the Holy Land as its Mandatory 
Power. But even the promise to admit the 100,000 is 
held up pending—not only Jewish (and American) 
submission to the will of Attlee, Bevin, and the Cairo 
clique of the Colonial Office, but also the acquies- 
cence of the Arab League. For, the first step, already 
taken by the British government simultaneously with 
the release of these details of the plan, was to call a 
conference of Arab League states in London, to be 
held some time before the next meeting of the 
United Nations General Assembly, which opens on 
September 23rd. At this conference the Arab view 
will be sought on the whole plan, including the entry 
of the 100,000 Jews. 


THE United States (which is expected, under the 
plan, to grant a bonus of $50 million to the Arab 
province and also finance the transfer of the 100,- 
000), we are informed, will probably not be repre- 
sented at the conference, except perhaps by an ob- 
server. Nor have any invitations yet been addressed 
to Jews. Vague references to representative Jews 
“from Palestine’ who may be invited are quite in 
line with the pertinacious design of the British to 
wipe out the Jewish Agency as an internationally 
recognized, » elected body, representing Jews the 
world over—a design which was illustrated by the 
refusal last month to grant American members of 
the Agency visas for entry to Palestine. Readers of 
this journal do not need to be reminded what Amer- 
ican policy on Palestine, so far as it was directed by 
the “highest authority” in the land, has been: oppo- 
sition to any plan to keep the Jewish DP’s out of Pal- 
estine as hostages for Jewish submission to the liqui-. 
dation of Zionism; the demand that these weary vic- 
tims of Nazi persecution and British Arab policy be 
admitted to Palestine at once, without prior consulta- 
tion with the hostile Arabs; and an attempt to find an 
agreed settlement on the political status of Palestine, 
in consultation with both Jews and Arabs. The pro- 
jected conference on the British plan of “communal 
federalism,” which will probably take place very 
close to the anniversary day of President Truman’s 
first request that the 100,000 be admitted, signalizes 
the final British denial and, on the part of the Amer- 
ican “experts” who endorsed the whole procedure, 
the ignominious surrender of every point in the 
American “humanitarian” policy on Palestine. Does 
the State Department believe that protocol requires 
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it to send an observer to witness these ceremonies of 
the interment of American good intentions? 


THERE is nothing improvised or not intended from 
the very beginning in the main lines of British man- 
oeuvering in this whole matter. How deliberate was 
the plotting and execution of this diplomacy is re- 
vealed in a statement by Bartley C. Crum, American 
member of the Anglo-American Inquiry Committee, 
made after the publication of details of the “com- 
munal federalism” plan. Mr. Crum charges that the 
British Colonial Office is following a three-point 
plan: (1) to abolish the Jewish Agency; (2) to de- 
stroy the Haganah; (3) to establish a so-called demo- 
cratic commonwealth in Palestine, which would in 
reality be an Arab state, headed by the former Mufti 
of Jerusalem. (Other press reports tell of meetings 
in Cairo last month between Haj Amin and, not only 
Palestinian Arabs, but high-ranking British diplo- 
matic officers.) Mr. Crum states that the elements of 
this plan were urged upon the Anglo-American In- 
quiry Committee be its British members and, with 
particular insistence, by a representative of the Col- 
onial Office. Upon the refusal of the Americans to 
follow so bald an anti-Jewish line, the matter was 
dropped in the course of reaching the compromise 
recommendations upon which the Committee mem- 
bers unanimously agreed. Foreign Minister Bevin, as 
Mr. Crum has told us, promised that if the Commit- 
tee agreed on a unanimous report, his government 
would undertake to carry it out—a promise which, 
we are entitled to speculate, must have had its influ- 
ence upon some of the Committee members in induc- 
ing them to agree to the inclusion of a number of the 
more questionable items in the Committee Report. In 
defiance of the Bevin promise, Mr. Crum now 
charges, the British government delayed action on 
the essential point for which the United States had 
argued—the immediate admission of the 100,000— 
and instead reverted to the three-point Colonial Of- 
fice plan, whith the Committee had sharply and spec- 
ifically disapproved. 

The June 29th attack on the Yishuv was the “first 
phase” of the implementation of points (1) and (2) 
of the plan. The “communal federalism” plan can be 
presented to the Arabs as the “first phase” of realizing 
point (3)—especially if the British government con- 
tinues the repression of the Jewish Agency and the 
Haganah, on the one hand, and, on the other, con- 
tinues successfully to neutralize any American show 
of interest in a measure of consideration for Jewish 
interests in Palestine. 


The White Paper on Terrorism 


THE DOCUMENT issued by the British government 
on July 24th, in which “evidence” is offered purport- 
ing to show complicity on the part of members of the 
Jewish Agency in acts of violence against the Pales- 
tine government, was a defensive gesture. Despite the 
uncritical loyalty of most of the British press and 
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public opinion to their government, and the suspen- 
sion of judgment on the violent attack against Brit- 
ain’s only reliable allies in the Middle East during 
the war, the government was faced by embarrassing 
questions. In the Commons, Labor Party back-bench- 
ers, led by Sydney Silverman and R. H. S. Crossman, 
asked if the government had weighed the conse- 
quences of its attack upon the responsible leaders of 
the Jews, and the violent repercussions which elim- 
inating their influence for moderation might unchain. 
Other voices demanded upon what evidence so many 
peaceable citizens and leading personalities were 
held imprisoned. Or had the government arrested 
these people first, and was it now on a fishing expedi- 
tion in the Jewish Agency files to find incriminating 
material? 

The response of the British press to the “docu- 
ments” lately made public by the British government 
in answer to these demands has not been enthusiastic. 
The collection of published statements, broadcasts, 
and eight telegrams alleged to have been exchanged 
between Jewish Agency members, all of them dating 
back many, many months before the raid, was critic- 
ized by the Daily Telegraph as adding little to the 
knowledge of the situation. Ian Mikardo, Labor M.P., 
publicly stated that the White Paper was “a pretty 
thin document in quantity and substance when 
viewed objectively”; but he added that, coming as it 
did on the heels of the King David Hotel outrage, it 
would not be looked at objectively. 


THE WHITE PAPER consisted in major part of ma- 
terial from publications or broadcasts issued by Jew- 
ish underground groups for the information of the 
public. The eight private telegrams alleged to have 
been exchanged between members of the Jewish 
Agency in Palestine and England were not sent from 
the Agency offices in Palestine mor received in the 
Agency office in England. Jewish Agency spokesmen 
have challenged the British government to prove the 
authenticity of these telegrams, and one of the “ad- 
dressees”—the only free to speak, David Ben Gurion 
—has flatly denied receiving the “telegram” allegedly 
directed to him. But even if we accept them at face 
value, they throw a strange light upon the policy 
which is being followed by a British government that 
uses this evidence to indict Moshe Shertok, the organ- 
izer of the Jewish Brigade, and his comrades before a 
military tribunal. 

Of what are these men accused? It is charged that 
they were in contact with persons presumably author- 
ized to issue orders to the Jewish underground move- 
ment; that they expressed their opinion in favor of, 
or in Opposition to certain projected operations—and 
specifically that they did not oppose a (bloodless) at- 
tack on October 31-November 1, 1945 on the right 
of way of the Palestine railroad and on police 
launches which were used to hunt down Jewish im- 
migrants; that, in an effort to direct Stern group and 
Irgun Tzvai Leumi actions into channels which 
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would avoid bloodshed and would be confined to 
combatting the British anti-immigrant patrol system, 
rather than lead to general warfare against the Brit- 
ish, they came to a working agreement with those 
groups; finally, that the underground Voice of Israel 
radio station broadcast at the request of Moshe Sher- 
tok a warning that if the British government did not 
“fulfill its responsibilities under the Mandate—above 
all with regard to the question of immigration—the 
Jewish people will feel obliged to lay before the 
nations of the world the request that the British leave 
Palestine. The Jewish Resistance movement will 
make every effort to hinder the transfer of British 
bases to Palestine and to prevent their establishment 
in the country.” 


There are the charges. There are other items in the 
White Paper, of course. There are references to oper- 
ations conducted by the Irgun Tzvai Leumi and the 
Stern group, notably the kidnapping of British of- 
ficers as hostages for the lives of imprisoned Jews, 
which was carried out simultaneously with the Ha- 
ganah demolition of the Jordan bridges. But it is 
known to everyone who follows Palestine news, that 
this action was bitterly condemned by the very 
Agency leaders whom the White Paper tries to in- 
criminate; that they could not possibly have had any- 
thing to do with it. It is only recited in the White 
Paper in order to evoke a reflection of that mood of 
anger, following the kidnappings, in which British 
public opinion was ready to sanction the British 
Army’s punitive expedition against the Yishuv. Even 
if we are to take all the documents of the White 
Paper as genuine, there is not the slightest link of the 
Agency leaders with this action; the only charges 
which are at all “documented” are those recited 
above. And when one examines the charges, one be- 
gins to wonder all over again—Why were the 
Agency leaders arrested? Was it in order to make 
peace with the Jews impossible? Was it done to give 
free rein to those underground groups who have 
concluded that there is no way but all-out “war” 
against Britain? Was it to create an atmosphere of 
hysteria and outrage, of violence and reprisals, in 
which the resistance of Jewry could more readily be 
crushed by brutal measures, in order to clear the way 
for Britain’s plan of “communal federalism”? 


For, the White Paper paints a picture of men steadily 
striving for a single goal, despite differences of opin- 
ion among them which the White Paper seems to in- 
dicate: their common goal, if we are to believe the 
White Paper, was to influence the Jewish resistance 
movement to avoid bloodshed, to fight not against 
the British per se, but against their efforts to enforce 
the White Paper. Towards this end they approved, if 
we are to believe the White Paper, an attempt to 
reach an agreement with the Irgun Tzvai Leumi, 
whereby that dissident body and the Stern group 
would submit to the discipline of the Haganah and 
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conduct themselves in accordance with the above 
principles. 

Ever since the White Paper of 1939, relations be- 
tween the Jewish Agency and the Mandatory govern- 
ment have been conducted upon the anomalous basis 
of a sort of agreement to disagree. The Jewish 
Agency, all Jews—and not only they—held the 
White Paper to be a violation of right, and they re- 
garded it as just and lawful to resist it, to bring Jews 
to Palestine despite its provisions and against the will 
of its policemen. Even the extreme “moderate,” Dr. 
Judah L. Magnes, has said that in order to bring Jews 
into Palestine he would be prepared to take up arms. 
No Jew could regard it as contrary to law and justice 
to resist a law which was itself without legal basis (a 
principle the British are now trying to establish in 
the Nuremberg trials), and which condemned his 
brethren to misery and annihilation outside the gates 
of the Jewish National Home. At the same time, 
most Jews refused to carry the resistance to the White 
Paper over into a general offensive against Great Brit- 
ain. Particularly during the war against Hitler, the 
Yishuv, in Ben Gurion’s words, helped the British 
“fight Hitler as though there had been no White 
Paper, while at the same time fighting the White 
Paper as though there had been no war.” 

Britain’s attitude, on the other hand, was both con- 
tradictory and vacillating. When necessity overbore 
political motives during the war, the British not only 
cooperated with the Jewish Agency, whose leaders 
from the very beginning stated they would complete- 
ly disregard, as invalid, the White Paper bans on 
Jewish immigration; they also cooperated with Ha- 
ganah, and with its active force, Palmakh—and for 
that matter, with such Irgun Tzvai Leumi leaders as 
David Raziel, who died on a secret British mission to 
Iraq. Today the British tell us the Haganah is (not 
yet) their target, but Palmakh (which is an insep- 
arable part of the Haganah and acts in close coopera- 
tion with its reserve forces—and in whose organiza- 
tion and training, first under Wingate for a mobile 
defense against Arab terrorists and later for possible 
guerrilla warfare against a German invasion, the 
British had a far greater share than of any other part 
of the Haganah) is to be destroyed. The threat is 
held out that the day of Haganah, too, may someday 
come. But what sort of legality is this that can be 
enforced or disregarded at British convenience? 
THE “EVIDENCE” against the Jewish Agency lead- 
ers consists of correspondence allegedly exchanged 
between some of them many months ago. It is said to 
have been in British possession many months. The 
action taken on June 29th, for which this “evidence” 
is offered as a defense, was obviously not timed in re- 
lation to anything contained in the White Paper— 
although the kidnapping of the British officers, not- 
withstanding its condemnation by the Jewish Agency, 
provided a convenient public mood in England for 
the operation. It was timed in relation to the depart- 
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ure of the American “experts” from London after the 
first phase of their conversations—and it set the stage 
for the presentation of the British plan of “com- 
munal federalism” upon the return of the Americans. 

The attempt to destroy the political and moral au- 
thority of the Jewish leadership (with the hope that 
in the confusion it would prove possible to produce 
new “leaders” more suitable to British designs of 
liquidation) was a preliminary gambit to the key 
move made by the British last month, in unveiling 
their proposal for a new political regime in Pales- 
tine, to supplant the Balfour Declaration. 

In order to prepare for this move, they were will- 
ing to risk encouraging such political and moral 
chaos in Palestine as could lead to the blowing up of 
British government headquarters in the King David 
Hotel. 


The Hotel Bombing 


ALTHOUGH it was British headquarters that was 
bombed, the major target of this operation by the 
Irgun Tzvai Leumi and the Stern group was not the 
British but the shackled leadership of the Jewish com- 
munity. For three weeks before the mad, bloody 
deed, the Jewish community had been considering its 
reaction and adjustment to the situation. Great as 
was the hostile pressure upon the Yishuv, its unity 
and strength were all the greater. Faced with British 
threats to Dr. Weizmann of area bombings of Jewish 
villages, and with demands that a new leadership 
suitable to the High ommissioner be accepted and the 
imprisoned leaders be abandoned to the British mil- 
itary, all elements of the Yishuv stood firm against 
both threat and blandishment. The Yishuv also re- 
sisted every provocation to ill-conceived retaliatory 
violence, both in order to deny to the British any ex- 
cuse for further repression, if they were determined 
upon this, and to permit them to retreat from their 
assault upon the Jews, if they could be induced to re- 
turn to peaceful ways. There was an agreement in the 
Yishuv that Dr. Weizmann and the remaining 
Agency leaders, particularly those abroad, should 
have a chance to try to dissuade the British from the 
course favored by local colonial and military in- 
triguers; and that if the leaders of the Agency and the 
Yishuv were not released within a given time, the 
next step would not be action by armed forces, but a 
civil non-cooperation campaign by the Yishuv. The 
Haganah, with its command and equipment relative- 
ly untouched by the June 29th raids, agreed to this 
program. The Irgun Tzvai Leumi also agreed. Only 
the Stern group, from the very beginning, declared 
it would not remain quiet, even temporarily. 

But the British soon showed a tendency to persist 
in their anti-Agency attitude by refusing permission 
to American members to come for emergency service 
to Palestine. (It is true they also denied a British Par- 
liamentary group permission to visit the country.) 
Moreover the date for initiating the non-cooperation 
campaign had to be postponed more than once. Im- 
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patience, never far from the ardent fanatics of the 
Irgun Tzvai Leumi, and also the calculation that the 
strain of waiting was increasing irritation among a 
part of the Yishuv as well, and a feeling that with so 
many leaders imprisoned, this was a good opportu- 
nity to take over the initiative and the leadership of 
the Yishuv and precipitate the condition of open con- 
flict they had always insisted was the true state of af- 
fairs in Palestine—these motives induced leaders of 
the Irgun Tzvai Leumi to combine with the Stern 
group in a blind and vicious attack on the King 
David Hotel—at high noon. 


“THERE lies the wreckage of the Jewish state,” said a 
British soldier, pointing to the debris of the hotel 
wing. What he implied was a falsehood, of course, 
and, if the officer was at all familiar with official pol- 
icy, a hypocritical lie as well. From the White Paper 
of 1939 to the “communal federalism” plan, the 
wrecking of the Jewish state has been the constant 
goal of apparent British policy, altogether without 
reference to Jewish submissiveness or resistance. The 
arrest of the Agency leaders was a measure deliber- 
ately taken in pursuit of that goal; and it was taken 
in full consciousness of the fact that it made such 
spectacles as the debris of the King David Hotel a 
highly probable consequence. 


THE KIe_cE MASSACRE 


- IS DIFFICULT to decide which is the more hor- 
rible, the mob murder of thirty-seven Jews in 
Kielce last month, or the reaction to this slaughter of 
Cardinal Primate Hlond of Poland. The Cardinal had 
been urged long before the climactic atrocity to issue 
a protest and warning against the anti-Semitic out- 
rages in his country, conducted to the ancient accom- 
paniment of ritual murder charges and the whole 
hoary paraphernalia of mediaeval Jew-hatred. He did 
not regard such measures as necessary; and when, in 
the wake of his silence, the Kielce lynchings took 
place, his final statement was even more damaging 
than his initial silence. 

The murders, he said, were not racial in character 
(and if they were the result of a “religious” mob 
mania, based on deliberately concocted charges long 
condemned by the Popes, should not this be con- 
demned without evasion by a Cardinal? ); they were 
incidents in a political quarrel, through which more 
Poles than Jews were being killed; and, above all, 
Jews had brought the trouble upon themselves, be- 
cause some Jews were prominent figures in the dom- 
inant government parties, to which the Cardinal was 


opposed. 


A MOST significant aftermath of the whole incident 
was the Cardinal’s indignation, as reported in the 
press, when his outburst was received abroad as anti- 
Semitic. The Cardinal, to be sure, is not alone in look- 
ing at these matters in this way. Nowadays when a 
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statesman advises Jews not to get too much to the 
head of the queue, when an eminent international 
civil servant speaks of the Jewish flight from Poland 
as a nefarious plot by a secret international organiza- 
tion which is likely to bring on World War I1J—or 
when Major General Sir Evelyn Barker, C.O. of the 
British Army in Palestine, instructs his men to ob- 
serve a policy of non-fraternization with Jews, to 
shun their homes and their cafes and shops in order 
to show “contempt and loathing” for the Jewish 
community, and to punish them “in a way the race 
dislikes as much as any by striking at their pockets”; 
in cases like these, it has now become fashionable for 
the person in question to protest his indignation and 
hurt if any reference to anti-Semitism is made. 

In the world we live in today, any outrage or hu- 

miliation that is offered to the Jews must be accepted 
as a manifestation of Christian love, so long as we are 
not again herded into the very crematoriums. 
THE BASIC situation in Poland, which was high- 
lighted by the Kielce pogrom, is characteristic of con- 
ditions in which all Jews in the zone of Soviet influ- 
ence live—and almost a million Jews, the bulk of 
surviving European Jewry, live there. In Poland, Slo- 
vakia, Hungary, and Rumania, the Soviet-supported 
government elements are opposed by the overwhelm- 
ing sentiment of the population. The popular tradi- 
tion of these countries is not only anti-Soviet, more- 
over, but rabidly anti-Semitic. The fact that the gov- 
ernments generally wish to protect the Jews, and that 
some Jews are prominent in the controlling Commu- 
nist groups, is like tinder to the latent fires of Jew- 
hatred. Moreover, insecure as these unrepresentative 
governments are, they dare not, despite their good in- 
tentions, be too vigorous in protecting the Jews. The 
police in Kielce made no effort to help the pogrom 
victims, for the obvious reason that the police itself 
was shot through with anti-Semitic personnel whom 
the regime could not afford to eliminate. And, if after 
the Kielce pogrom the authorities finally brought to 
justice nine murderers, including government of- 
ficials, it was a bold act likened by a reporter to the 
trial and execution of a sheriff in a Mississippi or 
Georgia county after a lynching. 

Poles of General Anders’ cohorts in Jerusalem and 
London held memorial meetings for the “martyrs of 
Kielce”—the martyrs being the nine Jew-killers who 
were found guilty in the Kielce pogrom. 

This is the picture of a good part of the Europe 
which the philo-Semite, Ernest Bevin, wishes the 
Jews to enrich with their talents. 


THE Laspor ZIONIST ORGANIZATION 
oF AMERICA—POALE ZION 


At A CONFERENCE in Lakewood, N. J., last 
month, the long overdue amalgamation of the 
sister organizations, the Poale-Zion—Zeire-Zion and 
the League for Labor Palestine, took place. Identical 
in Labor Zionist convictions, the two organizations 
had concentrated on enlisting adherents, one, among 
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the immigrant generation of Jews in this country, 
and, the other, among like-minded persons whose life 
and training from an early age had been American. 
This basis of distinction, however, has for some time 
been without great significance; and, on the other 
hand, the responsible tasks of the immediate future 
require the greatest concentration and economy of 
energy. The union at Lakewood is heartily to be 
greeted, because it promises a new effectiveness and 
power in the efforts of Labor Zionists to fulfill their 
proper function in America, 

Zionist sentiment among Jews in the United States 
has always been far more powerful than indicated. by 
membership in Zionist organizations. The same has 
been doubly true regarding Labor Zionist sentiment. 
How disproportionate to its organized membership is 
the support of Labor Zionism in this country will ap- 
pear with sharp clarity when the definitive results of 
the recent Zionist Congress elections are made known 
soon. But the present emergency in Zionism requires 
the constant mobilization of this sympathy. 

We look forward with confidence, as the first con- 
sequence of the Lakewood union, to a vigorous cam- 
paign to convert mass sympathy for Labor Zionism 
into an organized force, no less intensely devoted and 
active than the smaller nucleus of enrolled Labor 
Zionists today. 


Fleet Street and the 
June 29th Putsch 


by Herbert Howarth 


London, July 17 


s inevis NOTES on the British press have already 
pointed out a curious anomaly of the publicity 
situation with regard to Palestine: whereas on many 
other issues— conspicuously, the current issue of 
bread rationing—many newspapers find it attractive 
to contes: the government point of view, in their in- 
terpretation of events in Palestine they are almost 
solidly behind the official Whitehall attitude. An 
American journalist who has been in close relations 
with publicity departments in London alleged to me 
recently that the government has over four or five 
months been building up British opinion, through 
Fleet Street, for the harsh oppressive action against 
the Yishuv which broke on June 29th. However that 
may be, a scrutiny of the news and editorial columns 
in the first days following the putsch shows consider- 
able submission to the directives of official spokes- 
men; a rather angry skepticism about the version of 
events as given by Jewish witnesses; and sometimes 
pure mis-statements of facts. A trivial but typical in- 
cident may be cited by way of preliminary. It is no 
special compliment to say the British press observes 
a high standard of professional accuracy in checking 
up facts. Despite this, during the week that led up to 
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the 29th several newspapers, reporting that the ter- 
rorists condemned in Jersualem sang Hatikvah when 
the sentences were read to them, described this uni- 
versally accepted Jewish anthem as the “bloodthirsty 
song” of the Jewish Resistance. All in all if we look 
back at press reports over a long period we are forced 
to conclude that, while little has been done to explain 
the real life and problems of Palestine to the British 
public, there has been a willful attempt to picture 
the land as a hotbed of crime. The average Britisher 
in mufti does not like to hear a gun fired in anger or 
a political song or slogan echoed seriously. It has 
been consistently impressed on him that Palestine life 
is an endless manifestation of these things which he 
does not like. 

The British Prime Minister has a genius for think- 
ing and talking like very ordinary Englishmen. When 
he rose in the House of Commons on July 1st to de- 
fend the measures of his Government against the 
forthright and impassioned attack of Mr. Silverman 
he chose what one might describe as the “respectable” 
appeal to the public. “Law and order” were the prem- 
ises of his defence. This gave the press a good cue; 
it made it possible for a paper of good liberal ante- 
cedents like the Yorkshire Post, while claiming that 
it felt “much sympathy” with the general Jewish 
predicament, to bolster the government's case by firm 
respectable claims that 

“the action was directed not against Jewry as such but 
against terrorists whom any Administration resolved to 

a its duty of Government was bound to render harm- 

ess.” 

Even the News Chronicle, widely honored for its 
greater insight with regard to other problems, took 
the bait, and wrote 
“British troops are now having to use force to maintain 
order in the face of a well-armed and highly organized 
campaign of Jewish terrorism. It is an unpleasant duty 
to use repressive measures against members of a race 
already so repressed, but it is a duty which cannot be 
evaded.” 
With these deviations from liberalism on the record 
no-one will be surprised to find a more imperial 
paper like the Daily Telegraph raising the pitch of 
the Prime Minister’s declaration to demand that “the 
various well-equipped and highly organized private 
armies” of Palestine be “destroyed root and branch” — 

“and it is to be hoped that the authorities will not hold 

their hand till this aim is accomplished.” 

It is part of the idea of democracy that every paper, 
as much as every person, shall be entitled to its own 
opinion; but to hold an opinion is one thing, and the 
line taken by certain English newspapers another. In 
another editorial on the same question, the Daily 
Telegraph complains against the Jewish Agency and 
other Zionist sources because of 

“the absence of so much as a single word of condemna- 

tion or even regret, for the long series of outrages cul- 

minating in the kidnapping of British officers last 
month.” 
This striking disregard of the many statements by 
the Jewish Agency in condemnation of the terror and 
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the analysis of its causes gives the impression of a 
deliberately blind partisanship. Fortunately the same 
paper later printed in its correspondence columns a 
letter from the young sociologist, Dr. Henrietta Boas, 
in which she drew attention to the fact that Moshe 
Shertok— “now one of those arrested”—had re- 
cently condemned the campaign of violence, and that 
Ben Gurion had appealed, even through Colonial 
Office channels, for the surrender of the kidnapped 
officers. But again the Daily Telegraph condemned 
Zionism not only in its present practice but in principle 
too and called on it to renounce the conception of the 
Jewish State as “a hopeless and pernicious ideal.” If 
a Socialist paper like the Daily Worker were to de- 
scribe the Jewish State as “pernicious” one would 
point out to it that the conception was not incompat- 
ible with Socialist progressiveness, but one would not 
have to blame the paper for inconsistency: but where 
a frankly imperialist paper like the Telegraph sud- 
denly discovers thar states are pernicious, one can only 
be shocked by the casuistry. As a Tel Aviv citizen 
said, arriving in England after the events of the 29th 
and describing them to friends, “any stick will do to 
beat a dog.” 

In the hands of the popular press fine rhetorical 
flourishes were added to the Prime Minister's con- 
demnation of the Yishuv. The Prime Minister had, 
after all, interpolated several saving clauses. He had 
for example candidly credited the Jewish Agency with 
“magnificent” work. In editorials in the Daily Mail 
and Daily Mirror these were lost sight of. The Daily 
Mail editorialist would seem to have asked himself 
what cliché could best be trusted to evoke in the 
British citizen the sense that the government was 
only doing its duty in the far-flung Empire. He wrote 
in a column where facts were marvellously in- 
verted— 

“This country is not making war on the Jews, nor even 

upon the small section of militant Zionists. It is trying 

to prevent open conflict. 

“The members of the Jewish Agency in Palestine should 

reflect upon the course they are taking. They should ask 

themselves what would happen if the British should 

quit Palestine... .” 
It is an old story. The cliché has done yeoman service 
to excuse oldtime Tory procrastination in India and 
elsewhere; and evidently it is hoped that the British 
public will still find it valid for Palestine. The Daily 
Mirror editorial takes the form of a response to the 
statesmanlike declaration of President Truman which 
came as a ray of hope in the black days after the week- 
end of the putsch. It complains that by the elementary 
decision to help 100,000 refugees to reach Palestine 
Mr. Truman was not solving the problem, but “in- 
tensifying it.” The Mérror wrote 

“Mr. Truman seems to have a grievance because he was 

not informed before the present precautionary operations 

in Palestine began. No better answer to this complaint 
could be found than that given by Mr. Attlee in the 

House of. Commons:— 

“Why should we consult anybody before we stop some- 

body shooting British soldiers?’” 
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It was a good day for Labor when some twelve or 
eighteen months ago the Mirror threw overboard the 
blimpish habits of years and crossed to the support of 
the Socialist Party: but it is a pity that now it is aid- 
ing only the Party machine and not the traditional 
and essential policies of the Labor Movement. 


THE Way the Mirror places its emotional emphasis on 
the safety of British troops in Palestine is significant. 
A large portion of the British public modifies its po- 
litical opinions on foreign affairs according precisely 
to the treatment British troops get in the area con- 
cerned. It is rare to meet men of profound feeling and 
perception like the boy who rose at a Liverpool meet- 
ing and, answering the protests of those who attacked 
the Yishuv because British troops were endangered 
by the terror, said that his brother had been killed 
during disturbances in Greece but that none the less 
he remained an unswerving believer in ELAS. The 
conduct of British troops in the operations of the 
29th—though essentially a side issue—has occupied 
a prominent place in reports and comment. An Army 
officer from Salisbury wrote a letter to the Daily 
Telegraph in which, taking it for granted that not 
even a single British soldier could have slipped into 
excess, he warned the Jewish news agencies (who 
had necessarily reproduced testimonies sent to them 
from Palestine) that they were stirring up anti-Semi- 
tism by propagating fabrications about misconduct 
among the British Forces. The Political Secretary of 
the Jewish Agency replied in a letter which the Tele- 
graph, with all fairness, printed, and enumerated one 
or two instances where, he showed, it could have been 
an injury to the spirit of public enquiry not to have 
reproduced views current in Palestine. 

The Irish Times of Dublin, commenting on stories 
of excesses, conjectured that no doubt some portions 
of them were true but asserted that the Zionists were 
making a mistake even in repeating them since the 
Englishman was provoked to disagreeable reflec- 
tions— 

“when the actions of British troops are compared with 

those of the Nazis he does not feel ashamed. He begins 

to wonder whether the charges against the Nazis really 
had as little foundation. In short, because of Jewish 
pressure tactics, the British citizen is being made anti- 

Semitic.” 

Observers who have watched the press over the past 
two years find it particularly painful that after a long 
build-up of anti-Jewish news, the press should now 
accuse the Jews themselves of fostering ariti-Semitism. 


BUT WHILE the bulk of the national dailies began 
the fatal week of crisis by printing adverse material 
on these lines, and many provincial papers too foi- 
lowed the lead set by the Prime Minister, there were 
some notable exceptions. The Manchester Guardian 
appeared on July 2nd with an editorial of splendid 
quality which more than sustained the highest tradi- 
tions of this paper which has stood so long for the 
more enlightened part of Britain. It refused to take 
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the Prime Minister’s word as Gospel, dauntlessly ex- 
posing a fallacy that underlay one of his major argu- 
ments. After describing the arrest of the leaders of 
the Jewish Agency it goes on— 

“it is difficult to believe that they were guilty of terror- 

ism. It is a pity Mr. Attlee could not produce any evi- 

dence, though he promised ‘that the full facts would be 
published as soon as possible—but that would take time, 

as it involved the seizure of some documents.’ The im- 

plication is unfortunate. Are we to understand that the 

Palestine authorities, having arrested the Jewish leaders, 

are now hoping to find the evidence they have not got?” 
Following up an article the like of which has not 
been seen in the British press, in which an anony- 
mous special correspondent of unusual attainments 
analyzed Palestine terrorism in its noblest as well 
as its worst aspects, the editorial then went on to 
declare boldly— 

“with the examples of India and Egypt and Ireland be- 
hind us (not to mention Greece and Indonesia) the 
Government should be chary of adopting persuasion by 
force. Terrorism is always wrong. It was wrong in Ire- 
land, it was wrong in India, but in both cases it was 
supported by the mass of the people and in both cases it 
was stopped, not by the force of the British Army but 
by a change in British policy.” 

The New Statesman, which has been predicting 
only too truly the evolution of the Palestine situa- 
tion in the issues published since Mr. Crossman’s re- 
turn, has done much to rally that socialist elite which 
it serves to an awareness of the situation. Reacting 
to the crisis, it gave its readers a lucid account of the 
facts, pointed to the story of the Boer War and the 
Irish troubles, and said that the Labor Government 
had “blundered into a similar war of oppression” and 
indicted Mr. Attlee because he had 

“said nothing which would enable Dr. Weizmann and 

the moderates around him to protest against the cam- 

paign of civil disobedience which is about to start in 

Palestine. On the contrary, what he said—and even more 

the way he said it—will confirm the darkest suspicions 

of Jews inside and outside Palestine.” 
This individual recognition of the truth with a de- 
mand for fair play appeared in sporadic but hearten- 
ing outbursts from occasional provincial journals in 
several parts of the country. The independent Glas- 
gow Evening Citizen, which is particularly well- 
informed about Palestine, recalled the long history 
of Jewish suffering and commented: 

“Remembrance of that should move to pity and not 

anger. The troubles in Palestine do not come from a 

handful of hooligans. They are an overflowing of the 

national spirit—for the Jews are still a nation.” 
Less fundamental but no less outspoken was the com- 
ment of the parliamentary correspondent of Dor- 
chester’s Southern Times: 

“It goes against the grain that it should be on the in- 

structions of a Labour Government that the Palestine 

Jews are being attacked. The Government cannot be 

blamed for arresting terrorists, but to hold them without 

a trial is a negatiou of the liberty and freedom for which 

the British people—including the Jews—fought.” 
These voices, raised spontaneously, gave proof that 
the country, though unclear on the Palestine issue, 
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was not yet totally lethargic or dead to all sense of 
wrong. 

Indeed as the days elapsed after the crisis, even 
into the national press there crept a modification of 
tone which suggested that writers on the staffs, 
obedient though they must remain to policy direc- 
tion from above, were in their own hearts not happy 
about the British position. The News Chronicle did 
something to win back the respect of its Jewish 
readers when on July 8th it re-examined the events 
in Palestine in the light of the fate of European 
Jewry during the war, stating— 

“It is hard for non-Jews to realize the sense of bereave- 

ment or the passionate desire for asylum which this mas- 

sacre must have created in Jewish minds. Yet a year 
after the war there are still hundreds of thousands of 

Jews in camps in Europe whose fate is still undecided, 

who have no home to go to, no career open to them. 

Justice still tarries.” 

Several papers, notably the Yorkshire Post, reviewed 
the whole history of the National Home. While un- 
due emphasis was given to the anti-Zionist declara- 
tions of the one or two fractional Jewish groups in 
this country who disowned the Yishuv during the 
crisis, it was also fairly widely recognized that far 
from splitting Jewry the emergency had on the whole 
solidified it as never before behind the Palestine com- 
munity and the Jewish Agency. 


BUT THE very circumstances which sanctioned a dis- 
play of greater understanding by certain newspapers 
entailed an intense sub-surface propaganda of substi- 
tutes and palliatives for the Palestinian solution of 
the Jewish problem and the refugee tribulations. The 
News Chronicle article which begins with the splen- 
did passage quote above goes on to allege that Pales- 
tine is not the sole answer but is only one of four 
solutions, the remainder being— 
“relaxation of the conditions of entry into all the coun- 
tries of the United Nations; assistance in forming set- 
tlements in countries overseas including the British 
Dominions; and finally a Charter of Human Rights 
which will cast a mantle of protection over those who 
choose to remain in Europe.” 
This is at the best News Chronicle liberal level, and 
so far so good. But elsewhere the argument degen- 
erates into a repetition of the demand that the 
hundred thousand certificates be siphoned off into 
Western countries or anywhere else than Palestine. 
This is in particular the position of the Spectator, but 
the Daily Telegraph has also drawn on it very fully. 
Simultaneously the partition solution for Pales- 
tine has reappeared, backed by writers of consider- 
able weight. Professor Sir Reginald Coupland, who 
served with such distinction on the Peel Commission, 
has returned to his old thesis in a contribution to 
The Times. Mr. Walter Elliott in a long letter to the 
same paper, after first drawing a comparison between 
Palestine and Ireland and recommending good pol- 
icy as the only way out of a human dilemma, argued 
that the only feasible solution was that also adopted 
in Ireland: 
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“In Ireland the crisis was settled by Partition—rough 
surgery but effective. In Palestine much the most au- 
thoritative review of the position, that of the Peel Com- 
mission, recommended the same remedy. I supported it 
then. I support it now.” 
Other newspapers added their voices; and it might 
be inferred that though rejected by the Anglo-Amer- 
ican Committee of Inquiry, partition is again among 
the possible plans on the table. 

One effect, however, the renewal of the partition 
thesis has had, namely to stir to a new burst of ac- 
tivity, an Arab Office which had found it profitable 
to lie low while the British authorities in the Middle 
East and the spokesmen at home were doing its work 
for it. On July 18th, Mr. Hourani (Mr. Attiyah has 
returned to the Middle East for the moment and is 
no longer assaulting British editors with his sparkling 
pen) addressed the editor of The Times to warn the 
British public that partition would be ineffective: 

“When one is faced with a movement like modern po- 

litical Zionism, only two policies are possible: to give it 

all that it wants or to stop its growth completely and im- 

mediately. There is nothing at all to be said for making 

partial concessions which will only strengthen it without 

satisfying it. 
The situation evidently appears to the Arabs to merit 
a show of intransigeance on their part, though Mr. 
Hourani himself, a quietist like the rest of the Arab 
philosopher group to which he belongs, can hardly 
rejoice in the role to which he has been instructed. 
More will undoubtedly be heard in the coming 
month on the subject of these two alternative and 
mutually exclusive surrogates for a truly Zionist 
development of Palestine —the replanting of the 
refugees elsewhere with Palestine still more or less 
closed, or the carving of it into cantons with a place 
reserved, no doubt, for central British management. 


BEFORE this review closes there is an event of the 
last few days which cannot be passed over. While 
British troops were hamstringing the Yishuv, five 
thousand Poles were running amok at Kielce in a 
pogrom constituting only a climax to a long chain 
of persecutions which the Jews in Poland have had 
to suffer even under a liberal government. The news 
from Kielce received little notice from the British 
editors—pogroms rarely do today, so introspective is 
postwar Britain. But as so often, the Manchester 
Guardian came forward as the good exception. It is 
sufficiently recognized the supra-parochial signifi- 
cance of the news to place it not in its foreign col- 
umns but in an editorial; and it went on to draw the 
moral— 
“After this, advice to the Jews to stay in Poland and 
help in the task of re-building democracy must ring a 
little hollow. Is it really surprising that the Jews of 
Eastern Europe dream of the Promised Land?” 
Whenever a man, after surveying the rest of the 
English editorialists on Palestine, comes back to the 
Manchester Guardian he can hardly help but repeat 
in the ancient words “Would to God all the Lord’s 
people were prophets!” 
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Palmakh 


by Adam Harari 


INCE THE RECENT “blitz” of the Jewish 

Agency and the settlements in Palestine by the 
English, British government officials tell us that they 
are seeking only the “chief perpetrators” of violence, 
not members of Haganah, but the leaders of Pal- 
makh. To those who know of the previous close as- 
sociation which existed between the British and Pal- 
makh, their present distinction between Haganah 
and Palmakh seems ridiculous. Palmakh bears the 
same relationship to Haganah that an active force 
bears to a reserve force. 

The British have been aware of Palmakh since the 
earliest days of its existence and even helped build 
the organization, trained its members, furnished it 
with materials, and when occasion demanded, util- 
ized its power for their own purposes. During the 
1936-39 disturbances in Palestine, Brigadier General 
Orde Charles Wingate of the British Army helped 
to organize and train Plugot Laylah, Night Squads, 
to combat Arab terror. The already existing Haganah 
could beat off attacks against settlements, but it was 
helpless to apply effective counter measures against 
small groups of attackers acting as guerrillas. For 
defense against guerrilla warfare, similar small 
groups which could pursue the terrorists were neces- 
sary, and for this purpose the Night Squads were 
trained. Wingate instructed these groups of young 
colonists.in the new and more effective methods of 
dealing with Arab terrorism and laid the basis for 
the highly developed and more varied unit, Palmakh, 
which was to supersede Plugot Laylah. In 1939, just 
before the White Paper on Palestine was issued, it 
had already become evident that a sharp change in 
British policy was due. Wingate was suddenly re- 
lieved of his command in Palestine and returned to 
England. Shortly after the transfer was effected, 
forty-three men, who were continuing the training 
begun by Wingate, were arrested and imprisoned. 
These were the leaders of the Night Squads who were 
not to be released until, in the course of the war, 
British policy changed and the services of Haganah 
were again required. 

It was during the war, in the spring of 1941, 
that a new formation, Palmakh (from the Hebrew 
Plugot Makhatz), was organized with the support 
of British military offices. The British took over a 
large part of the training in order to make Palmakh 
an effective military force for secret, commando op- 
erations. The group was enlarged and broadened, 
given British instructors and British war materials, 
and prepared for missions of special importance. 


THOUGH men and women from 16 to 40 years of 
age are found in the ranks of Palmakh, the bulk of 
its membership is comprised of youths between the 


ages of 18 and 25. Based upon voluntary enlistment, 
Palmakh through rigorous selectivity in the accept- 
ance of volunteers, maintains probably the highest 
mental and physical standards of any military unit in 
existence. Native born and locally educated members 
are supplemented by men representing almost every 
European army and by former partisans from every 
anti-Nazi force on the Continent. 

Palmakh is considered the “standing army” of the 
Yishuv, but it differs markedly in many respects from 
the conventional army. It is largely self supporting. 
Because the Yishuv is unable to assume the tre- 
mendous financial burden involved in the mainten- 
ance of an army, it is necessary for Palmakh members 
to divide their time equally between work and train- 
ing. Thus a Palmakh member has to spend two 
weeks of the month in work and the remaining time 
training in the field. Such unorthodox military be-' 
havior has been of immense value both to the Yishuv 
and to the Palmakh. The problem of financial sup- 
port is minimized, the members are spared the bore- 
dom and the weakened morale which accumpany 
garrison soldiering or constant, repetitious re-train- 
ing, and the bonds of identity between members of 
the Yishuv and members of its elite military force 
are continually renewed and strengthened. 

The orthodox military man would look askance 
at the way disciplinary matters are handled in Pal- 
makh training units. Uniforms, the symbol of mili- 
tary discipline, do not exist. And as for officer-men 
relationships: the rawest recruit discusses tactics on 
an equal level with his commanding officer. But any 
observer would be quick to appreciate the high level 
of discipline that prevails during the course of opera- 
tions, when response is uniform and commands are 
instantaneously obeyed. 

A Palmakh principle is that the small group (not 
larger than a squad) is the basic unit in training and 
in action. Besides the all important physical training 
program in the squads, emphasis is placed on combat 
and particularly on rescue techniques. The recruits 
must be trained in rescue swimming, forced march- 
ing, crawling and climbing. They must be thoroughly 
acquainted with the basic arms and weapons and 
completely versed in hand-to-hand combat. 


EARLY in the war, the British, recognizing the value 
of such a mobile and highly trained force, called upon 
Palmakh when a commando unit was needed for a 
top secret operation in Vichy controlled Syria. Twen- 
ty-three young men from Palmakh, after being briefed 
and armed sailed by speed boat, under the command 
of a British officer, from Haifa to the Syrian coast. 
They were charged with the mission of destroying 
the oil pipe lines from which German and Italian 
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ships had been refueling. The men wore no uniforms 
and their weapons were of foreign manufacture. In 
the event of capture, their instructions forbade them 
to implicate the British, and under no circumstances 
could they expect British intervention on their behalf. 
Exactly what happened on that day in May, 1941, 
when they made their landing, or what the subse- 
quent events were, no one knows. Some time later, 
traces were found indicating that these men had been 
killed, but to this very day the results of their mission 
and the details of their fate remain unknown. British 
military offices informed the next of kin through the 
Jewish Agency for Palestine that the “twenty-three” 
were missing in action. 

The story of the “twenty-three” is not the only ex- 
ample of Palmakh heroism in the British service. 
Another group of Palmakh men, many of whom had 
been previously imprisoned by the British for “illegal 
activities,” were used to spearhead the British inva- 
sion of Syria and act as guides over the unfamiliar 
Lebanese-Syrian frontier. One of the “forty-three” 
Night Squad prisoners, Moshe Dayan, and a small 
gtoup of men were responsible for the unaided cap- 
ture of a Vichy frontier fortress which controlled the 
main approaches to Syria. As an ex-prisoner, Moshe 
Dayan, could not join the British forces, but he was 
asked to lead the attack. He lost an eye in battle. 
Many of his comrades lost their lives. 

When Rommel’s drive was pushing across North 
Africa to the Suez and Palestine, the British chose a 
group of Palmakh men and women for training as 
partisans. These people were to carry on sabotage and 
guerrilla warfare against the Germans, should they 
succeed in entering the country. Later, when intel- 
ligence officers and special agents were needed for 
dangerous missions behind enemy lines, Palmakh 
members familiar with the language and terrain 
were trained as parachutists and dropped in the Balk- 
ans. Some succeeded in their mission and lived to 
return. Hannah Szenes was tortured and shot by a 
firing squad. Enzo Sereni died in a Dachau interroga- 
tion cell. 

Members of Palmakh in the Jewish Brigade and 
in the Palestine Super-numerary Police Force were 
distinguished by their superior military ability. In 
the Brigade they were frequently offered officer com- 
missions without the necessity of attendance at cadet 
schools. In the police force announcements were 
posted that Palmakh members would not be required 
to undertake certain types of military training, since 
their proficiency in those fields was already recog- 
nized. 


PALMAKH is proud of its war record, but Palmakh 
is even more proud of its role, both during and since 
the war, in participating in the task of rescuing Jews 
from extermination and bringing them to the security 
of Palestine. The war time exploits of Palmakh offer 
no greater stories of heroism than do the less spec- 
tacular, but equally heroic, “peace time” Aliyah Beth 
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activities. Men of Palmakh, burdened by the packs 
of their weaker brethren whom they are escorting, 
march tens of miles under most gruelling conditions 
to bring their charges to safety. Clutching a child in 
one arm and a weapon in the other, they creep 
through the darkness to evade the challenges of the 
frontier guards. And when he is fired upon the Pal- 
makh member returns fire, but never for a moment 
relaxes his grasp of the child entrusted to his care. 

The safe conduct of Aliyah Beth sometimes in- 
volves more than providing a convoy for “illegals.” 
It has been necessary to go into action against instal- 
lations whose sole function it is to apprehend “un- 
certificated immigrants.” In several hazardous opera- 
tions of this kind not a single British life was lost, 
for it is the fixed policy of Palmakh to avoid blood- 
shed. 

Haganah and Palmakh reject terror and use force, 
as police agents do, only when there is no alternative. 
It has not been easy to educate the youth of the 
Yishuv in the use of force. There is a natural revul- 
sion against guns and against any instrument which 
implies violence. Instructors are obliged to explain 
carefully to Palmakh youth, whose entire previous 
background and training has been a negation of vio- 
lence, that force is sometimes the only possible solu- 
tion to a specific problem, that it is the last resort. 

Many heated discussions and soul-searching an- 
alyses have resulted in creating a moral code which 
governs all aspects of Palmakh and Haganah activity. 
The destruction of property, if that property serves a 
purpose inimical to Jewish national aspirations, is 
permitted, but the most elaborate precautions must 
be taken against placing human life in jeopardy as 
a result of such an operation. In a memorandum sub- 
mitted to the Anglo-American Inquiry Commission, 
the Commander in Chief of the Jewish Resistance 
Movement says: “When, for reasons of defense, we 
strike against some inanimate instrument of the gov- 
ernment, we are careful not to touch human life, even 
to the extent of endangering the success and security 
of our men.” 

Palmakh does not direct its activities against the 
British as such, nor does it preach hatred of the Brit- 
ish. The Haganah memorandum cited above states: 
“The Jewish Resistance Movement is not anti-British. 
We have declared war against the hostile policies of 
the British government toward us. But we have no 
animosity either toward the English people or toward 
the British Commonwealth of Nations. . . . The only 
conflict that exists between us was created by the 
British government when it repudiated the Mandate.” 

In every action undertaken, Palmakh regards itself 
as a force to insure law and order. When the British 
oppose Jewish immigration and restrict land pur- 
chases they are taking action which is contrary to the 
Balfour Declaration and the Palestine mandate. This 
is the moral and legal justification for measures taken 
by Palmakh and the Haganah against the intolerable 
acts of a law breaking power. 
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A Dog in Galut 


by Ira Eisenstein 


| eine READING the dispatches from Palestine, 
about the British raids on colonies, and the search 
for arms. And my eye caught this brief sentence: 
“Several persons were injured at Afikim.” I thought 
at once of Gideon, and then of Rexy. It never oc- 
curred to me to consider Leah or Yosef. Somehow, it 
just seemed that Leah and Yosef would take it in 
their stride. But Gideon was practically an American, 
and not used to having the police barge in and search 
his house. But even more peculiar, I think, was that 
I didn’t imagine Gideon as one of the “injured”— 
only as a very lonely boy, wishing he had Rexy with 
him. That would be a comfort, holding Rexy in his 
arms, and feeling that friendly lick on his cheek. 
* * * 

I first met this family at the hakhsharah farm in 
New Jersey. We were spending the summer there. 
Yosef Israeli was the shaliakh for Hekhalutz. He had 
come with Leah, his wife, and Gideon, their four 
year old boy, to give one year to the movement in 
America. That was in 1939. The war broke out, and 
six years later they were still here. They were aching 
to be back, not only because Palestine was their 
home, and Afikim their hearth. They felt guilty 
being so far away during crucial times. 

At last, the fighting was over, and in a few months 
they would be on their way. In the meantime, Gideon 
had grown up, sturdy, straight, with large, black 
eyes under a crop of black hair in a handsome little 
face. In many ways, he was a typical American kid. 
He played baseball, read the comics and said, “Oh 
yeah?” But in some very important ways he was 
quite different. He talked Hebrew with his parents; 
and, of course, he heard a good deal about going 
home. So he grew to understand that America was 
not home. This colored his whole being. The friends 
he made were always tentative. He could not relax 
into an easy acceptance of school. 

That was why they got him a dog. He was a mon- 
grel, with large brown appealing eyes, and lots of 
black spots on a white skin. Rexy and he could be 
warm friends. No differences of nationality. No ques- 
tioning about where he belonged, or why he wanted 
to go to Palestine. Not even a snicker when Gideon 
pronounced his r’s in that quaint, guttural way, like a 
khet in Hebrew. No, as far as Rexy was concerned, 
Gideon was a boy like any other boy. During the 
summer months, when Leah and Gideon went out to 
the farm, Rexy raced around the fields like any other 
city dog, free from the traffic rules of an anxious 
master. In the atmosphere of the hakhsharah farm, 
Gideon turned into a khalutz. In his shorts and open 
shirt, he went around making himself useful, when 
he could, insisting upon being considered a full- 


fledged worker. To be sure, every so often he would 
lie down and fal] asleep right out on the lawn, from 
sheer exhaustion. 

Last summer, when word came that the Israeli’s 
might begin getting ready to sail, Gideon’s first ques- 
tion was, “Are we taking Rexy with us?” Leah had 
dreaded that moment. As Gideon and Rexy had be- 
come more and more attached, Leah knew there 
would be a day of reckoning. But she had always put 
it off. She had never put the answer into words; but 
she knew that Rexy must be left behind. Why? Well, 
there wasn’t any single good reason. That’s what 
made it all so hard to explain to Gideon. But it was 
just too complicated. Besides, it seemed a little bour- 
geois too, this traveling with a pet, arranging special 
passage for him, getting the steward to see that he 
was fed. That was no way for khalutzim to travel, es- 
pecially when they were returning to a country that 
had been through hell, while they lived in peace and 
safety. Oh, of course, they too had suffered, suffered 
the ache of loneliness, the frustration of uselessness, 
the sheer pain of galut once more. But you could not 
expect people to understand all that. They would see 
only a self-indulgent family, with a pet. How could 
you explain all that to Gideon? 

Leah’s answer came almost automatically. It was 
the same answer she had given him on other occa- 
sions when Gideon had wanted something other 
boys had: “You know, Gideon,” she said, “it’s going 
to cost a lot of money for us to get back to Palestine. 
I don’t think it’s fair to ask Hekhalutz to pay for Rexy 
too. After all, this money is not private; it’s not ours.” 

“Oh, that’s all right,” said Gideon, “I’ve got that 
all figured out. I'll save up from my allowance and 
we'll take Rexy at my expense. How much do you 
think it will be?” 

They decided to find out. Leah called the steamship 
company and asked how much it would cost to bring 
a dog from New York to Haifa. They said they 
would look it vp. Finally word came back. Leah took 
the answer, and multiplied it by two. 

“Gideon,” she said, “it’s going to cost $50 to take 
Rexy back. Have you got $50?” 

“Oh, I'll have $50 when the time comes. I’ve be- 
gun saving already.” 

So Gideon saved every penny and whenever he 
could run an errand, and earn extra money he did so. 
One day Leah overheard him talking to Rexy. 

“Don’t wotry Rexy. We won't leave you behind 
here in galut. We'll take you along with us. Your 
place is in Ekhetz Yiskhael with the rest of us.” 

Rexy wagged his tail in joy at the thought of the 
return to Zion. 

When Yosef came back from a trip out West. 
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Leah called him aside. “Yosef,” she said, “I’m afraid 
we'll have to think up something different. Gideon 
is saving up, and if he earns enough to take Rexy, 
we'll have to keep our promise.” 

Yosef rubbed his hand against his forehead as 
though to brush away the problems of Hekhalutz and 
the Jewish tragedy, to concentrate better on the prob- 
lem of Rexy. “I think I have a plan,” he said. 

The next day he took Gideon aside. Yosef always 
spoke to Gideon as to a man. After all, a khalutz must 
be talked to that way. 

“Now, Gideon,” he said, “let’s sit down and con- 
sider this problem. Rexy is an American dog. He’s 
never been avray from this country. You know that 
in Afikim we are in the Jordan valley and it is quite 
hot. There are many diseases and the water isn’t all 
that it should be, and the general conditions of life 
are not like in America. I don’t know whether Rexy 
will be able to thrive in Palestine, which we have to 
consider. I am sure you wouldn’t want anything to 
happen to Rexy while he’s in Palestine.” 

“Oh, no,” said Gideon. “Nothing must ever hap- 
pen to Rexy.” 

“Well, then,” said Yosef, “don’t you think it would 
be a good thing for us to investigate the conditions 
as they would affect Rexy? Suppose we write a letter 
to the vet at Afikim and ask him his personal opinion 
of this question. I’m sure that he would give us a 
very good, scientific answer.” 

Gideon knitted his brow, looked very serious and 
said, “Yes, I think we ought to consult the vet.” He 
had already saved up twenty dollars. 

That night two letters went out to the vet at 
Afikim. In the first letter Gideon asked all the ques- 
tions he thought he ought to ask about conditions, 
the climate, humidity, the kind of water available, 
dog food, dog’s diseases, the vet’s own knowledge of 
dog’s problems. In the second letter Yosef pleaded 
with the vet to help him out. 

About three weeks went by before the vet got the 
letters and another month before the answer came 
back. The vet, after some research, submitted his re- 
port. The overall picture was not favorable. An Amer- 
ican dog might not survive the pioneering existence 
in the Jordan valley. 

That night Gideon came to Yosef and Leah and 
said to them, “Abba, Imma, you know I would like 
to have Rexy come with us. But, I love Rexy very 
much and I would not want to do anything that 
would injuce Rexy’s health or shorten his life. So I 
think I shall have to leave him in America. But, only 
on one condition. And that is that he must remain at 
least with people like ourselves, who would love him 
and take care of him. If he cannot live in Palestine 
itself, I wane him to live at the Aakhsharah farm. 
That will at least be something like Palestine, won’t 
it?” 

Yosef and Leah agreed; and the khalutzim at the 
farm agreed, too, and Rexy was officially turned over 
to the next best thing to Palestine itself. What was 
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one to do when faced with such a problem? The 
khalutz is brave. The khalutz makes a decision and 
sticks to it, though it hurts. 


Now came the problem of the $20. Having worked 
so long fcr this money it would be a shame not to 
use it for soriething. Gideon, Leah and Yosef sat 
down again to a meeting, and after some discussion 
Gideon decided that a wrist watch would be very use- 
ful. So they bought a wrist watch; and Gideon held 
it aloft very proudly, looking at the time more often 
than was necessary. But every time he looked at the 
watch his emotions were very confused. It was a 
beautiful watch, but it wasn’t a dog. It certainly 
wasn't Rexy. 

* * * 


When I read that the British had invaded Afikim 
looking for arms, I grieved to think of Gideon with- 
out Rexy to comfort him. 


Palestine Education 
Investigated 


by Noah Nardi 


va REFERENCES in the Anglo-American Re- 
port to the Arab and Jewish educational systems 
deserve special consideration. Of all the Palestine 
social services, education alone is subjected to severe 
criticism, and drastic recommendations are made for 
changes of revolutionary character. While the at- 
tention of the world is focussed on the problem of 
immigration and rescue, there is danger that these 
recommendations may not receive the attention they 
deserve. 

The references to education in the Report are 
found in Recommendation 9, as well as paragraphs 
2, 15 and 16 in Chapter VIII. They are as follows: 


Recommendation No. 9: We recommend that, in 
the interests of the conciliation of the two peoples and 
of general improvement of the Arab standard of living, 
the educational system of both Jews and Arabs be re- 
formed, including the introduction of compulsory edu- 
cation within a reasonable time. 

Comment: In Chapter XVI of the Peel Report, the 
bad features of the educational system of Palestine and 
the great disparity berween the money spent on Arab 
and Jewish education were pointed out. The report 
also emphasized that both Jewish and Arab education 
in Palestine were nationalistic in character. Particular 
attention was called to nationalist propaganda in Arab 
schools. 

Our investigations disclosed that today the Jewish 
schools also—controlled and largely financed by the 
Jewish community—are imbued with a fiery spirit of 
nationalism. They have become most effective agencies 
for inculcating a spirit of aggressive Hebrew nationalism. 
We would urge most strongly that adequate control 
must be exercised by the Government over the educa- 
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tion of both Jews and Arabs in order to do away with 
the present excited emphasis on racialism and the per- 
version of education for propaganda purposes. The Gov- 
ernment should ensure, by a careful supervision of text 
books and curricula, and by inspection of schools that 
education contributes to the conciliation of the two 
peoples. 

We believe further that a large share of responsibility 
for Arab education will be assumed by an Arab com- 
munity, similar to the Jewish community already es- 
tablished in Palestine. But if the Arab and Jewish com- 
munities are to set themselves the goal of compulsory 
education, a much higher proportion of the annual Pal- 
estinian budget must be devoted to education than here- 
tofore, most of which will be spent on Arab education. 
This will only be possible if the proportion of the bud- 
get now devoted to security can be substantially reduced. 

We would also stress the urgent necessity of increasing 
the facilities for secondary, technical and university edu- 
cation available to Arabs. The disparity between the 
standard of living of the two peoples, to which we have 
already drawn attention, is very largely due to the fact 
that the Jewish professional and middle-class so largely 
outnumbers that of the Arabs. This difference can only 
be removed by a very substantial increase in the facili- 
ties for higher education available to Arabs. 

* * * 


(Excerpts from Chapter VIII) 
(2) Quite apart from the increasing strength of the 
terrorist gangs, which enjoy widespread popular sup- 
port, there are many signs that fanaticism and nationalist 
propaganda are beginning to affect detrimentally the 
Jewish educational system. It appears to us wholly harm- 
ful that the obligatory period of one year’s “national 
service”, instituted by the Jewish Agency and the Vaad 
Leumi, is now partly used for military training. 
* * 


(15) The lamentable condition of Arab education is a 
real cause for discontent. This discontent is increased 
by the contrast with the opportunities to the Jewish 
child. Jewish education in Palestine is financed by the 
Jewish community and by the fees which Jewish parents 
can afford to pay. Practically every Jewish child has the 
opportunity for primary education, and those who can 
afford the fees have ample opportunity for technical, 
secondary and university education in Palestine. The 
Government contributes only a small per capita grant 
in aid and exercises little control of the curriculum. 
* * # P 

(16) It is difficult to avoid the conclusion that the time 
has come for the Arab community to assume the same 
responsibility with regard to education as the Jewish. 
With advice and financial aid from the Government, and 
with a new sense of responsibility on the part of the 
Arab leadership, compulsory education could, we were 
informed, be introduced within the next ten years. This 
is not only essential from an educational point of view; 
there can be no real unity between a literate and an 
illiterate population. 


I 


THE MOST striking aspect of these recommendations 
is the accusation “that fanaticism and nationalist 
propaganda are beginning to affect detrimentally the 
Jewish educational system” and that the Jewish 
schools have become “most effective agencies for in- 
culcating a spirit of aggressive Hebrew nationalism.” 
These statements are completely untrue and will 
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come as a complete shock to the Palestinian Jewish 
community. The Committee surely did not have the 
Opportunity during its short visit in Palestine to 
gather first hand information on education. Clearly, it 
must have taken the word of the Palestine Adminis- 
tration. But, in doing so, it should have taken into 
account the unsympathetic attitude the Administra- 
tion has shown towards the Jewish educational system 
throughout the entire period of British rule in Pal- 
estine. 


Description of Jewish education as totalitarian is 
the worst possible insult to a people which has been 
the greatest victim of aggression, intolerance, and 
totalitarianism. During the Arab riots of 1936-1939, 
when the Jewish community exercised “havlagah” 
(restraint) despite provocation from Arab brigands 
and foreign agents, it was praised by the Royal Com- 
mission, but later rewarded with the White Paper. 
Now, the Jewish community is slandered because, 
with six millions of its brethren exterminated, it has 
no other choice than defense of the right of entry 
to Palestine for the few who have survived. 


The Committee assumed that the bitterness of 
Jewish youth in Palestine is the result of “excited 
emphasis on racialism and the perversion of educa- 
tion.” Neither the teachers nor the traditional Jewish 
curriculum of Bible and ethics have changed since 
1939. What has changed are the circumstances of 
Jewish life. The bloodiest chapter in Jewish history 
has been written before the very eyes of this genera- 
tion. The children do not have it learn about it from 
text books, nor do they have to be indoctrinated by 
their teachers. They sense it in the air. The whole of 
Palestine is saturated with it. They get their current 
history at first hand from survivors, who manage 
legally or “illegally” to crash the gates of Palestine. 
It is from them that they learn what the Germans 
did to the Jews of Europe, and what the British want 
to do to the surviving remnant. They cannot under- 
stand why their parents or relatives are not given 
refuge in Palestine, and they see the victorious Sixth 
British Airborne Division in full battle dress fighting 
them off the shore of what they consider to be their 
home—home of the prophets, whose teachings they 
are taught will inherit the earth; and to whose pre- 
cepts of brotherhood and justice a Labor Government 
has recently paid election lip service. Jewish youth is 
now in a state of despair. It is being forced to be 
cynical and bitter about the Gentile world. If the 
British continue to insist upon keeping the doors of 
Palestine shut against the Jewish people, there is 
danger of mass suicide by Jewish youths, suicide 
through terroristic action, both in Palestine and 
abroad. 


THE COMMITTEE would like to see greater Govern- 
ment control of the education of both Jews and 
Arabs “in order to do away with the present excited 
emphasis on racialism and the perversion of educa- 
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tion for propaganda purposes.” It goes on to recom- 
mend that “the Government should insure, by a 
careful supervision of text-books and curricula, and 
by inspection of schools, that education contributes 
to the conciliation of the two peoples.” No one will 
deny that everything possible should be done to bring 
about inter-racial cooperation in Palestine. But the 
truth of the matter is that education can hardly do 
much to bring Jews and Arabs together. The problem 
is primarily a political one, and as long as no agree- 
ment with the Arabs as to the future of Palestine is 
reached, there is little that education can be called 
upon to do. The Arab school system maintained by 
the Government has constantly inculcated in Arab 
children a hostile attitude to Jewish aspirations in 
Palestine, and it is very doubtful whether it would 
agree to cooperate in any educational program for 
rapprochement between the Arabs and Jews. 


From the very outset the mandatory government 
assumed control over Arab education, Whatever the 
reasons were that prompted it to do so, the reconcilia- 
tion of Arabs and Jews, through the educational sys- 
tem, was clearly not one of them. On the contrary, 
the two systems were kept far apart from each other. 
They were made to run parallel to each other without 
meeting anywhere along the educational ladder or in 
any school activities, curricular or extra-curricular. 
While the teaching of Arabic is included in the cur- 
riculum of Jewish schools—even in many of the 
Jewish rural elementary schools—the government 
has never tried to include Hebrew in the Arab 
schools. An 4 priori assumption that Arab students 
would resent the introduction of Hebrew in their cur- 
riculum precluded all attempts to include it even as 
an optional subject. The anticipation of Arab dis- 
pleasure also prevented the Government from at- 
tempting any sort of activity where Jewish and Arab 
teachers, at least, could meet—inter-racial pedagogic 
conferences, preparation of textbooks and special 
syllabi, etc. 

Though Jews and Zionism were kept out of the 
curriculum of government schools, the latter became, 
none the less, centers of anti-Jewish and also anti- 
British propaganda. The Government did its best to 
prevent that second development, but it defeated this 
very purpose by decentralizing the government sys- 
tem into Education Inspectorates in each of the ad- 
ministrative districts of the country, and vesting each 
Arab inspector with full authority. 


The fruits of this method of administering the 
Education Department, have been tellingly described 
in the Report of the 1937 Royal Commission: 

We pointed out in chapter V that the schools have 
become seminaries of Arab nationalism; that school 
masters are for the most part ardent nationalists; and 
that during the disturbances of last year (1936) prac- 
tically no work was done in the government schools. 

It went on to say that: 


Arab education thus produces one of the most in- 
tractable difficulties in the situation. . . . The fact, 
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therefore, must be faced that every year some thousands 
of young Arabs emerge from a school system which has 
inevitably fostered their nascent patriotism. 


PALESTINE’S educational machinery has never 
worked satisfactorily and is becoming less and less 
adequate as the sociological and political picture of 
Palestine continues to change. The system which 
made the Arab schools government institutions and 
the Jewish schools private institutions, is opposed by 
both Arabs and Jews, and was condemned by the 
Royal Commission. From the point of view of Arab- 
Jewish rapprochement, the present system is not only 
unworkable but inimical to any constructive educa- 
tional program. A complete reorganization of the 
present education machinery in Palestine is a matter 
of great urgency. The Committee, realizing this, sug- 
gested that “the educational systems of both Jews 
and Arabs be reformed.” It made a number of very 
important recommendations which, if imple- 
mented, would go a long way towards removing a 
great many problems confronting both Jews and 
Arabs. In the ensuing discussion we will attempt to 
analyze these proposals. 


II 


THE RECOMMENDATION that Arab educational 
standards be raised to that of the Jew will indeed be 
welcomed by the Jews. The Jews, in their claims for 
larger appropriations for education, have always re- 
sented government statements that a substantial in- 
crease in the aid of Jewish education can be made 
only at the expense of Arab education. The Jews are 
eager to have the Arab population lifted from its 
prevailing state of illiteracy. They have always re- 
alized that the juxtaposition of a largely illiterate 
population with a highly literate population, is bound 
to create great difficulties not only culturally but 
economically. Furthermore, the Jews have learned 
on a number of occasions from bitter experience, the 
extent to which an illiterate population may fall 
under the influence of the wildest kind of propa- 
ganda and be used as blind tools in the hands of ex- 
tremists. Jews and Arabs alike have, therefore, a 
common cause in urging the establishment of free 
universal elementary education in Palestine. 


This recommendation implies a fundamental 
change in the policy of the British administration, 
which has consistently attempted to keep the Jews 
back until the cultural standards of the Arabs are 
lifted. The recommendation of the Committee that 
compulsory education be introduced within a period 
of ten years should indeed be welcomed by both Jews 
and Arabs. However, there is still a long way to go 
before Arab leaders consent to make the sacrifices 
which would make compulsory education for Arab 
children possible. Before such a possibility can seri- 
ously be considered, there are two preliminary steps 
that the government too must take. One is a substan- 
tial increase in its expenditures for education, and the 
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other is the encouragement of greater local responsi- 
bility in the maintenance of the schools. 

As far as the second step is concerned, very little 
has been achieved so far. Since the beginning of the 
British civil administration, a public school system 
for Moslem children has developed in all the towns 
and many villages in Palestine. During Sir Herbert 
Samuel’s administration, a program of opening new 
schools was inaugurated. Arab villages were invited 
to cooperate with the Government in providing 
elementary schools. The buildings and equipment 
were to be furnished by the inhabitants of the vil- 
lage and the teacher was to be paid and appointed 
by the Government. This procedure, by which the 
Government established new schools or maintained 
existing schools in the villages only after the village 
itself voluntarily undertook building and equipment 
expenses, did not work out very well. It prevented 
the establishment and maintenance of schools in 
many Arab villages which were not ready to under- 
take a cooperative effort. In some cases it even caused 
already established schools to close down, as a result 
of the lack of necessary participation on the part of 
the local community. Furthermore, the Education 
Department lacked the funds to engage sufficient 
teaching personnel for new schools and for addi- 
tional classes in existing schools. 

The recommendation that the Arab community as- 
sume a large share of responsibility for Arab educa- 
tion “similar to the Jewish community already es- 
tablished in Palestine” will indeed be welcomed by 
the Jews. It should be welcomed by the Arabs as 
well. The paternalistic attitude assumed by the Pal- 
estinian Government toward Arab education has had 
a detrimental affect on the development of the Arab 
community. Since the responsibility for Arab educa- 
tion was placed with the government, Arab commu- 
nity leaders have failed to see the necessity for local 
education taxes, Years ago the government furnished 
the Director of the Government Department of Edu- 
cation with power to require the local authorities in 
the townships to open schools and maintain them. 
This law, however, has never been invoked, and the 
Arab leaders, all of whom are in the wealthy and 
most taxable group, were not the ones to insist upon 
its implementation. 

The difference between the educational facilities 
available to Arabs and Jews, are not due to a differ- 
ence in the fund of taxable communal wealth. In- 
deed, in total wealth the Arabs are still far ahead of 
the Jews, and with the proper urge for better educa- 
tion, the Arabs might well mobilize some of their 
own resources to supplement the meager funds pro- 
vided by the government. There will be many ob- 
stacles for the Arabs to overcome: the present low 
cultural level, lack of adequate professional and lay 
leadership in education, and the rather low cultural 
and educational standards of comparison provided 
by the neighboring Arab countries. All these ob- 
stacles however, are not insurmountable. With proper 
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help and guidance from the government, as well as 
with help of the example shown by the Jewish com- 
munity, these obstacles could be overcome in the ten 
year period indicated in the Committee’s recom- 
mendations. At present, however, Arab leaders show 
little inclination to make the sacrifices which would 
make compulsory education possible. 

The Committee’s observation, therefore, that “the 
time has come for the Arab community to assume the 
same responsibility with regard to education as the 
Jewish” is indeed long overdue, and constitutes a 
real challenge to all Arab leaders who are truly con- 
cerned with the improvement of the welfare of the 
Arab masses. The Jews will certainly welcome the 
recommendation, since it implies a more suitable 
education tax system for the community. 

Ill 
A THOROUGHGOING revision of the government tax- 
ation system and of the distribution of its budgetary 
expenditures has been for many years one of the cry- 
ing needs of Palestine. The present discrimination 
against the Jewish taxpayer is hardly conducive to 
an attitude of confidence on the part of the Jewish 
community towards the government. Forming a third 
of the population, the Jews pay nearly three quarters 
of the taxes and are not provided with even a tenth 
of the budget for such essential public services as 
education and public works. Government grants 
cover only 10 percent of the actual cost of Jewish 
educational and health services. Since 1920, the in- 
ception of the British civil administration in Palestine, 
the Jewish community has been carrying on protract- 
ed negotiations with the government towards remedy- 
ing this wrong. At the same time, in order to meet 
the cost of the indispensable services which the Pal- 
estine Government fails to provide, the Jewish com- 
munity was forced to develop a taxation system of its 
own, over and above all the direct and indirect taxes 
levied by the government. The Jewish community 
has never suggested that Government cut down its 
services to the Arabs. It demanded, however, that 
public expenditures and services be provided on 
equal basis to the various sections of the population. 

The recommendation of the Committee that “a 
much higher proportion of the Palestinian budget 
must be devoted to education than heretofore”. . . 
is therefore a prerequisite to any improvements in 
both Arab and Jewish educational systems. The 1937 
Royal Commission made the same recommendation 
as emphatically as it could: 

“It seems to us unfortunate that the Administration 
has been unable to do more for education. Its share of 
the total expenditure is not only small, but the percentage 
has been perceptibly falling since 1933. Of course, there 
are other expensive services, with Security at their head, 
for which the Government has been compelled to make 
provision, but we cannot help thinking that, if the claims 


of education had been rated as high as they deserved, 
more money might somehow have been found for it.” 
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The situation now is as it was ten years ago, when 
this statement was made. Though the total revenue 
of the Government increased many times over as a 
result of Jewish immigration and of wartime pros- 
perity, the proportional allotment for education con- 
tinued to decrease from 6.7 percent in 1935-36 to 
3.1 percent in 1944-45. 

During the year 1944-45 the Jewish Community's 
expenditures on its educational system (not including 
higher education and private schools) was about 
£P.1,235,000, or more than twice as much as the 
total government budget for both Arab and Jewish 
education. While the recommendation of the Com- 
mittee for the increase of government expenditures 
for education is most gratifying, the Jews will strong- 
ly resent the stipulation made by the Committee that 
“most (of it is) to be spent on Arab education” and 
that “the Jews must agree that taxes should be spent 
largely on Arabs.” This recommendation of the Com- 
mittee is indeed hardly in keeping with another of its 
findings, namely that “nothing should be done to 
halt the constant improvement now being made by 
the Jewish social services.” 


THE COMMITTEE’S observation that “practically 
every Jewish child has the opportunity for primary 
education and secondary vocational and higher edu- 
cation for those who can afford it” should not be 
taken to mean that Jewish education can keep up its 
standards of achievement for very long without ade- 
quate government support. One must remember that 
the problem of the Jewish Community in carrying 
the full burden of its social services was and will con- 
tinue to be complicated by the fact that it must absorb 
large groups of immigrants, most of whom are desti- 
tute refugees and poor laborers. While the Jewish 
Community is only too glad to shoulder the respon- 
sibility for their education needs until they are ab- 
sorbed into the economy of the country, it is quite 
unfair to ask of the Jewish Community to forego its 
share in the government revenues, most of which 
come from Jewish sources. 

The present system of calculating Government 
grants to Jewish education is bad enough. It is not in 
accordance with the number of children actually at- 
tending school (which is about equal in Jewish and 
Arab schools), but with the total number of children 
of school age in the two populations who ought to be 
receiving schooling, including Bedouin children. The 
Jewish community has been protesting against this 
formula all along, but without result. The Com- 
mittee’s recommendation now makes matters ,even 
worse. It denies the Jewish Community almost any 
share in Government revenues. Whereas in most 
countries the central administration provides 50 per- 
cent or more of the total budget for education, even 
the 10 percent of the Jewish education budget pro- 
vided by the present Palestine Government's subsidy 
is now in jeopardy under the vague formula proffered 
by the Committee. 
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THE COMMITTEE should know that the present bud- 
get of the Jewish school system provides only for. the 
barest necessities: salaries, skeleton administration 
staff, rent, repair, etc. There are no means for the 
erection of new buildings, to meet the needs of the 
rapidly increasing school population; the mainten- 
ance of classes to relieve crowded conditions, the pro- 
vision of school supplies, laboratory apparatus and 
books—all of these integral parts of an adequate 
program of public education. 

The lack of suitable school buildings both in town 
and in many of the colonies remains a most perplex- 
ing problem. Even in Tel-Aviv, where in 1937-1938 
a number of very fine school buildings were erected 
by the municipality, hundreds of classes are still 
housed in hired premises unsuited for the purpose. 
Not a single school building has been erected during 
the last decade in either Jerusalem or Haifa, though 
both cities have absorbed large numbers of new im- 
migrants. The buildings erected during this period 
were built by the government for Arab schools only. 

The poor equipment of the schools and their in- 
ability to provide adequate individual attention are 
undoubtedly responsible for an almost 50 percent 
drop in attendance from the second to the eighth 
grade of the elementary school. Even though there 
are no compulsory education laws in Palestine and 
child labor legislation is inadequate, the 50 percent 
drop in the course of the elementary school years is 
much too high for the Jewish community. 

The weakness of the financial structure of the 
Jewish education system was felt particularly keenly 
during the last five years. Though the cost of living 
index had gone up to 300 percent, teachers were the 
very last to receive cost of living allowances. Their 
allowances were not only late in coming, but were 
considerably lower than those received by organized 
labor and other white collar employees. The reasons 
again are lack of money and lack of a sound legal 
basis by which established sources could be made to 
yield greater revenues, or new sources of income 
tapped. The teachers have had to resort to strikes 
from time to time in the face of the constantly rising 
cost of living. 


THE GOVERNMENT did grant cost of living allow- 
ances, but made them dependent upon the fulfillment 
of certain reforms and economies. This advice, if ac- 
cepted, would have meant, among other things, the 
elimination of grades seven and eight of the Jewish 
elementary schools, so that they would conform to 
the six year government (Arab) schools, and changes 
in the Teachers’ Code so that they, too, would be 
brought closer to those of the Arab teachers. Some of 
the lesser demands, acceptance of which the Vaad 
Leumi felt would be helpful to its schools and not in 
violation of their educational philosophy, have been 
complied with. However, in matters of cardinal edu- 
cational policies, where the Vaad Leumi feels that 
the Government recommendations would injure or 
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lower the standards of Jewish education, the Vaad 
Leumi was ready to sacrifice not only part of the 
grant-in-aid but the whole of it, before yielding to 
what it considered an exaggerated demand by, or 
objection of, the government. . 

The Vaad Leumi (Executive Council of the Jewish 
Community) found ways of its own to effect econo- 
mies: a voluntary agreement by the teachers to raise 
their teaching load, consolidation of schools and 
merger of classes. For reasons of forced economy and 
because of the ever increasing needs of the elemen- 
tary schools, the Vaad Leumi Department of Educa- 
tion has had to withdraw its subsidy from the entire 
Kindergarten system, leaving it the responsibility of 
the local communities. It had to concentrate on ele- 
mentary education only, and withdraw all financial 
support from secondary and vocational schools. 

In this struggle for the maintenance of the high 
educational standards of the elementary school, the 
teachers have played a predominant role. Unlike the 
Arab teacher who is merely a civil service employee, 
the Jewish teacher has always been much more than 
the professional partner in the educational and cul- 
tural life of the country. Jewish teachers made an 
outstanding contribution towards the revival of the 
Hebrew language and Hebrew literature in Palestine 
and played a decisive role in the evolution of .the 
Jewish national system of education. Many advanced 
educational theories originating in the Western world 
and in Russia have found their way to Palestine 
through teacher-immigrants even before they became 
popular in their countries of origin. Thus the Dewey- 
Kilpatrick philosophy of education and the Thorn- 
dike-Terman measurement movement both reached 
Palestine soon after they originated in America. 

To a British official with previous service in places 
like Kenya or Tanganyika, it seems rather strange to 
see “native” community leaders interested in modern 
educational theories; nor is it easy for them to put 
up with teachers who are ready to strike for higher 
educational and professional standards. These dif- 
ferences in criteria and outlook have often led to 
misunderstandings and strained relationships between 
the Jewish and government Departments of Educa- 
tion. Year after year, the government has withheld 
its grant to the Jewish educational system pending 
approval of the budget which is usually conditioned 
by some unacceptable “advice.” The present deficit 
of £P.120,000 in back salaries and other commit- 
ments, is in fact the accrued sum of government 
grants forfeited by the Jewish Community. 


ALL THESE grievances, as well as other causes, 
prompted the British Government to appoint a “Spe- 
cial Committee of Inquiry into the Jewish Educa- 
tional System.” This Committee, under the chair- 
manship of Sir Arnold McNair, arrived in Palestine 
in October 1945, only a few months before the 
Anglo-American Committee, and had an opportunity 
to study the situation with much greater care than the 
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Anglo-American Committee. The report of this com- 
mittee has still not been made public. It is interesting 
to note that the terms of reference given to this com- 
mittee were not in keeping with the recommenda- 
tions of the Anglo-American Committee. On the 
contrary, the terms stated “that the fundamental 
principle of the education policy of the government 
in Palestine is equal opportunity for all Palestinians 
regardless of race, religion, wealth, or social condi- 
tion.” 

The Anglo-American Committee, in recommend- 
ing that Jews pay for Arab education, either did not 
realize the difficulties confronting Jewish education 
or was motivated by political considerations only. It 
is obvious that one of the crying needs of Palestinian 
education, both Jewish and Arab, is greater govern- 
ment responsibility with respect to the total sum al- 
lotted to education, and the establishment of a proper 
system of taxation for education. Unless greater pres- 
sure is brought to bear upon the government to in- 
duce it to yield to these demands, both Arab and 
Jewish education will be seriously endangered. There 
is certainly not much sense in talking about compul- 
sory education unless thoroughgoing reforms come 
about in the attitudes of the government and of the 
Arab leadership toward the provision of adequate 
schooling for every Arab child in the country. 


TO SUM UP, the problem of Arab-Jewish rapproche- 
ment is far more political than educational in nature. 
It involves not only the Jews and Arabs of Palestine, 
but all those Jews who want or are forced to make 
Palestine their home. 

On the purely educational level it is clear that the 
cultural level of the Arabs should be raised, and the 
Government Department of Education should be re- 
organized, to make improvements in Arab education 
possible. As far as Jewish education is concerned, 
there is a crying need for greater cooperation from 
the government with respect to the total sum allotted 
to education, the method of determining the share of 
the Jewish public schools, and the introduction of 
proper taxation for education. 

It is to be doubted, however, whether the construc- 
tive recommendations made by the Anglo-American 
Committee can be carried out by the present Pales- 
tine administration, in view of its unsympathetic at- 
titude toward both the maintenance of the high 
standards of the Jewish educational system, and the 
necessity of raising the cultural level of the Arabs. 
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Music in the Mediterranean Style 


by Max Brod 


_— IS Jewish music? When I went to Pales- 
tine one of the many things which I was pleased 
about was the fact (or rather the expectation) that 
I was going to leave this particular question behind. 
The Land of Israel has met most of my hopeful ex- 
pectations, and even exceeded them. I am far from 
being one of the “disillusioned.” Yet here too Jewish 
music is regarded by certain groups as a “problem.” 

But only by certain groups—by individuals who 
still live too much in the Galut. On the other hand, 
there is already a group of creative artists and per- 
formers who know quite simply that there is a new 
Jewish music growing up organically among them. 
This is precisely our difference from the Diaspora. 
There Jewish music is a subject of discussion; here 
it is an object of labor, from which a new Jewish 
music is organically developing. 


THERE ARE, of course, several different concepts 
which can be covered by the name of “Jewish 
Music.” Does this make the situation hopeless? For- 
tunately not, for all these concepts, however diverse 
in origin, still have a certain inner relationship. Let 
us take for comparison an example from the develop- 
ment of Russian music. Certainly what Tchaikowsky, 
Mussorgsky, and Scriabine meant by “Russian Music” 
were quite different ideas. Mussorgsky, one might say, 
was more “Russian” than Tchaikowsky. But in spite 
of all these differences there is still something com- 
mon which unites all three—and which is also to be 
found in Stravinsky, Prokofieff, Shostakovitch, e¢ al. 
And it is this common element which is the Russian 
in their music. 

In the same sense, composers who have very little 
or no connection at all with Jewish tradition (e.g., 
Gustav Mahler, Schoenberg, Mendelssohn, Meyer- 
beer, Offenbach) created Jewish music. Many years 
ago I myself pointed out in an essay in the first vol- 
ume of Buber’s monthly “Der Jude,” certain peculi- 
arities of Gustav Mahler’s music which were strik- 
ingly reminiscent of Eastern European melodies, 
which he certainly did not know but which lay in 
his unconscious mind and formed his musical in- 
stinct. My view, to be sure, was attacked by many, 
especially by baptized Jews such as Paul Stefan. 


IN ADDITION to this relationship which can only be 
sensed vaguely there are also the clear traces of tradi- 
tions and learning in the music of Jewish composers. 
Jewish music has two great sources, a musical treas- 
ure trove which has hardly been opened up: the first 
of these are the ancient religious melodies or melis- 
mata (the cantillations) in which the Bible and 
other religious texts are read in the synagogue ser- 
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vice. This is the truly original area of Jewish music, 
where its roots are shared with ancient Greek music; 
the Gregorian chants of the church are probably to 
be traced back to ancient Jewish “nigunim.” In this 
field, scholars like Idelsohn, Rozofsky and others 
have greatly expanded our knowledge through their 
monumental collections. 

A second source of Jewish music are the East 
European Jewish melodies which were first collected 
by Engels and in Palestine by Stuchevsky. 

In modern Palestinian music a third source has 
been added through our contacts with the music of 
the Yemenite, Persian, and Turkish Jews, and of the 
Sephardic Jews of the whole Mediterranean area. 
Through them we have renewed our relationship 
with Arab music, which is inspired by the same Pal- 
estinian atmosphere as the indigenous Jewish folk 
song. The common Semitic element is being stressed, 
a fact which may some day have its political signifi- 
cance as well. 

A highly gifted Palestinian singer, the Yemenite 
girl, Brakhah Tz’firah, has done much towards the 
collection of the musical motifs and songs of the 
Oriental oral tradition. The themes she recovers 
with great labor and ‘care are developed by Pales- 
tinian composers for her concerts, which are among 
the most intense artistic experiences the country can 
offer. 

Modern Palestinian music is based equally upon 
these Oriental motifs and upon the achievements of 
modern music in general, with a particular suscepti- 
bility to the influence of the French and Spanish 
impressiunists. It can be regarded in a sense as be- 
longing generally to the school of Southern or Medi- 
terranean music, which is distinguished by lively, 
frequently changing, and complicated rhythms; by 
transparent, poignant harmonies; and often also by 
religious pathos, modulated over a range from quiet 
lyrical devotion to fanatic dance tunes. Among the 
composers who share these features I should men- 
tion first of all such strongly individual figures as 
A. Boshkovitz (“Semitic Suite,” Concerto for oboe 
and large orchestra, Violin Concerto, and songs) and 
Ben Khayim (Pianoforte Suite, Clarinet Quintette, 
songs). Related to these new trends are such com- 
posers as Borokhov; Edel; the gifted Alexandrian 
composer, Hamsi; Pugachov; Salamon; Lavry (the 
Palestinian Opera, “Dan the Guard,” and a Sym- 
phony of the Emek); Partos; Kaminsky; Vardina 
Shlonsky; the outstanding personality E. W. Stern- 
berg (“The Twelve Tribes of Israel,” a Symphony, 
orchestral songs after texts by Else Lasker-Schueler, 
the Choral Suite “Yishtabakh” after Judah Halevi); 
and a group of younger artists like Starominsky (A 
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Sabbath Cantata), Joseph Gruenthal, and Kobias of 
whom we anticipate great things. 

In arguing this question of Jewish music with the 
Hebrew poet, Shlonsky, Boshkovitz invented the 
term Mediterranean style, which very accurately de- 
scribes the atmosphere common to the various works 
of the composers referred to above. It is obviously in 
this element that lies the closeness of our music to 
the new French composers, especially Ravel, with his 
penchant for Basque and Spanish rhythms, and also 
to Bela Bartok, with his tendency to be influenced 
by Balkan folk-lore. Naturally this new element is 
emphasized in varying degrees in the work of the 
Palestinian composers I have mentioned—as well as 
of others whom, in this short essay (which in no 
way pretends to completeness), I have chanced to 
overlook. 

In some of them there is a predominant influence 
of architectonic or melodic elements peculiar to late 
romantic German music, or to Hindemith, or to the 
modern Russians, so that the new Jewish style ap- 
pears only occasionally as a characteristic coloration. 
Others, like Boshkovitz, have adopted the “Medi- 
terranean style” with a radical consistency. Still 
others attempt to attain a certain equilibrium be- 
tween European and Asiatic influences. I might put 
myself in this last group, for it is this which my 
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“Requiem Hebraicum,” Mediterranean Rhapsody, 
“Two Peasant Dances” etc. have attempted to 
achieve. 


ONE CANNOT speak as yet of a Palestinian school 
of music. On the other hand, many striking indi- 
vidualities have emerged who, for all their strong 
personal features, still reveal a common physiognomy 
which is becoming ever clearer and which, if I do 
not err, will play a significant role in the future de- 
velopment of Jewish music. 

It is extremely strange that so little is known in 
America of this new flowering of Jewish music. 
Frantic efforts seem to be made to seek out programs 
of original Jewish music; concerts of Jewish music 
are organized in New York; lectures are delivered 
on the topic, etc. But it appears that no news has yet 
reached New York of the fact that a strong new 
tendency has developed in Palestinian music and that 
original Jewish music, rooted in the land, is being 
created there. Yet the great French director, Charles 
Munch, who attended certain performances of this 
new music by various composers in my house, was 
deeply impressed by the vitality of the work and 
promised to perform some of the pieces for an inter- 
national audience. Should not a Jewish director be 
found in America who would wish to emulate his 
example? 


Luther 


by Hayim Greenberg 


“If we wish to find a scapegoat on whose shoulders 
we may lay the miseries which Germany has brought 
upon the world, I am more and more convinced that 
the worst evil genius of that country is not Hitler or 
Bismarck or Frederick the Great, but Martin Luther.” 


DEAN WILLIAM RALPH INGE 


A NUMBER OF German cities are now engaged 
in preparations for the observance of the 400th 
anniversary of Martin Luther's death. No doubt 
present conditions will cause the celebration to be 
much less elaborate and on a more modest scale than 
the impressive observance of his 400th birthday an- 
niversary, in 1883. Yet today, too, there will be not 
a few German scholars and clergymen (and a num- 
ber of politicians as well) to bespeak the world’s 
consideration, on this occasion, of the great spiritual 
and moral services of the German people, a legacy 
which should be remembered by the world in this 
time of the great misery and humiliation of the Ger- 
mans. Europe, particularly, will be reminded of the 
epochal contribution Germany once made to its cul- 
ture through the Reformation movement and through 
its towering figure, Martin Luther. 


I have quoted above a few lines from an old article 
by Dean Inge. I am not certain that the English the- 
ologian would still stand by his statement that Luther 
was a more evil and malevolent figure than Hitler. 
Hitler, we now know, is in some sense a unique his- 
torical phenomenon, which does not admit of com- 
parison. However, it must be clear to anyone who has 
studied with open eyes the history of the German 
Reformation that, four centuries ago, Luther already 
embodied the essentials of modern Nazism. 


SUPERFICIALLY it may seem that the Lutheran act 
of Reformation gave birth to a new, free spirit and 
the idea of the emancipated and autonomous per- 
sonality, that he succeeded in his own time in cleans- 
ing the atmosphere, over a large part of Europe, of 
the putrefaction with which medieval Catholicism 
had infested it. Indeed, on reading Luther’s life his- 
tory, one cannot but be grateful for the famous nine- 
ty-five theses which he nailed to the door of the 
cathedral in Wittenberg, in 1517. In the context of 
that time it was unquestionably a revolutionary ac- 
tion. For a number of years, Europe had been 
swamped by itinerant peddlers sent by the Pope to 
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sell portions of Heavenly bliss for cash. Money was 
needed in Rome to build the great Cathedral of St. 
Peter, and thousands upon thousands of people, rich 
and poor, were persuaded that for a fixed sum they 
could slough off all their sins, and secure remission of 
sins and the release of the soul from the flames of pur- 
gatory. Poor people often sold their last possessions 
in order to purchase a letter of “indulgence” and, 
generally, Catholic Europe did not question the idea 
that the keys of Heaven were in the hands of the 
Pope, who was authorized to dispose of Eternity like 
parcels of real estate. In order to proclaim the Pope’s 
lucrative trade as an outright swindle and a crude 
desecration of any genuine religious conception, great 
courage and a certain preparedness for self-sacrifice 
were undoubtedly required. 

To be sure, Luther was not the first to reject in 
disgust such a grossly primitive form of idolatry. 
John Wessel preceeded Luther in expressing radical 
opposition to the Papacy. “All men belong to God’s 
priesthood,” so that no one man could pretend to 
have the authority of a sort of High Priest. Against 
the alleged infallibility of bishops and pontiffs, he 
asserted that. many of the greatest popes had fallen 
into pestilent error both of doctrine and practice. 
Even before Wessel, in the same Germany, Johann 
Ruckert—who, by the way, suffered a martyr’s death 
as a heretic at the hands of the Catholic Church— 
was bold enough to declare publicly that “The indul- 
gence is worthless.” There were spiritual revolution- 
aries in German lands before Luther, and greater 
ones than Luther. In his preface to a collection of 
Wessel’s treatises, Luther himself calls him a man of 
genius, and declares himself so far in accord with him 
as to doctrine, that if he had read sooner the works 
of Wessel, it might have been plausibly said by his 
enemies that he had borrowed everything from them. 


MARTIN LUTHER’s historical significance consists in 
the fact that, while other rebels against Papal domin- 
ation were vanquished, and many breathed their last 
upon the gallows or at the stake, Luther was victor- 
ious. He was victorious—at least in a great part of 
Germany, and later in Scandinavia—not because he 
was spiritually superior to his forerunners, but be- 
cause he had powerful allies in his fight against 
Rome: the princes and the secular authorities of a 
number of German states and cities. Without the 
princes’ support, Luther’s end would have been that 
of many another rebel and heretic whom the Catholic 
power simply and unceremoniously wiped out. But 
in Luther's day, there were already a number of Ger- 
man rulers who were interested in a break with Rome 
and in separation from the Pope’s ecumenical organ- 
ization. Their interest was a mundane one: they pre- 
ferred that the money withdrawn from their territo- 
ries by Rome (through the sale of indulgences, 
through the tithe and other ecclesiastical taxes, and 
through special donations and legacies) should re- 
main at home—f not in the hands of the people, then 
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at least in the public treasury or the princes’ pockets. 
Both from the fiscal and the political standpoint it 
was also more “desirable” that the prince, not the 
Pope, should appoint priests and bishops. Rarely has 
a religious reformer found as much powerful support 
in high quarters, almost from the very beginning, as 
was the case with Luther. In a short time he became 
the favorite of the princes, who soon perceived the 
possibility, through the aid of this fire-eating propa- 
gandist, of ending Roman domination in their lands; 
themselves having long since lost any personal faith 
in the institution of the Papacy. 

As a strategist, Luther based his campaign against 
Rome on three factors: the greed of the German 
princes; the outrageous corruption of the Catholic 
Church, which, in his day, had sunk to the lowest 
and most vulgar extortionist ways and methods; and 
the revolutionary force of religious communism, 
which had begun to rise among the masses, especially 
the peasants. The great peasant rebellions of 1524-25 
were imbued with a spirit of primitive communism, 
but together with social-economic demands the peas- 
ants also made demands of religious emancipation: 
namely, the recognition that the sources of religious 
inspiration are accessible to every man, and the ac- 
ceptance of the principle that a minister must be 
chosen freely by the congregation, not forced upon 
it by the Pope or the bishops. This anti-sacerdotal sen- 
timent was even encouraged by Luther in the forma- 
tive period of the Reformation movement. In his 
address “To the Christian Nobles of the German Na- 
tion” Luther emphasized that a company of pious 
laymen in a desert, having no ordained priest among 
them, would have the right to confer that office on 
one of themselves, and “the man chosen would be as 
truly a priest as if all the bishops in the world had 
consecrated him.” On the whole, however, the peas- 
ant uprisings were imbued with a far more radical 
spirit and a far deeper passion for religious renovation 
and revival than Luther ever dreamed of. The Ana- 
baptists, Enthusiasts, and the divers other spontan- 
eously formed sects (whose members knowing nei- 
ther Greek, nor Latin, nor Hebrew, read the Bible 
with difficulty in poor and linguistically faulty, 
“home-made” translations) went much farther in 
their anti-Catholic drive than Luther was capable of 
doing. Luther knew that, and, through his gift for 
preaching, he freely exploited the revolutionary im- 
pulses of the masses, intending to gain such command 
over their moods that he could, in due time, easily 
restrain their social radicalism. Protection from above 
(from the princes) and support from below (from 
peasants, weavers, and middle class people)—this 
was his double strategy. 


IN THE limits of this article, it would be pointless to 
try to discuss at any great length Luther's theology. 
He undoubtedly has to his credit a great share in 
fighting the ossified ritualism of the contemporaneous 
Catholic Church and in driving home to millions of 
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people the idea that the (usually mechanical) ob- 
servance of certain rites brings no one nearer to God. 
At the same time, however, he, like his predecessor, 
the Apostle Paul at the very inception of Christianity, 
brought with him the devastating influence of defiant 
antinomianism. He made no distinction between two 
different types of “commandments’—between, on 
one hand, ritualistic regulations (which have a 
mainly symbolical and aesthetic value, and may be 
either illumined by vision and mystical rapture or 
dulled into mechanical performances), and, on the 


other hand, the ethical commandments governing 


human relations. The Pauline concept.of Original 
Sin, that man is by nature corrupt, given to vice, and 
doomed to sinfulness, and that consequently there is 
no sense in even trying to live according to Law or 
to be guided by a Code, was taken up by Luther with 
fatal completeness. He never understood that “works” 
without faith, or without faith registered in con- 
sciousness, are in the final analysis nearer genuine 
religious life than faith without “works.” “Have faith 
in God’s grace and do as you wish”—a saying of cer- 
tain early Christians—can have two meanings: ei- 
ther that anyone who believes with the totality of his 
soul in God’s grace becomes to a great measure in- 
capable of sinning, attains a certain standard of 
saintliness and may therefore do as he pleases; or 
that faith in God’s grace will “save” one even though 
he may lead a (“predestined”) sinful life. Luther, in 
his moral pessimism, actually adopted the second 
interpretation: Of necessity, every man is sinful, but 
if one has faith in God’s forgiveness and in His power 
to redeem, he will be “saved,” whatever his trans- 
gressions. From this point of view Luther (like some 
other Protestant reformers and theologians) was 
guilty of weakening the power of ethical self-realiza- 
tion in no lesser degree than the Roman Catholicism 
of his time, which he fought. His theology was based 
upon indulgence as a principle, even though the zn- 
dulgence dispensed by Luther was a commodity of 
more elevated quality than the one in which Rome 
traded; instead of residing in charity (not for one’s 
fellow man, but for the church), Luther’s salvation 
resided in faith. “Works” were nothing, faith was all. 
The practical consequence of this doctrine was in 
most cases ruinous; faith imposed no social duties; 
transgressions and sins were, first of all, inevitable 
and, secondly, they were cancelled out or consumed 
by the fire of faith. 

Luther’s contribution to religious life was, in a 
way, intellectual (the transcending of a number of 
Catholic conceptions which do not accord with rea- 
son); perhaps in a greater degree it was an aesthetic 
contribution (making available the Bible in a trans- 
lation of high literary quality to millions of German 
homes and developing a finer sense for religious 
music and poetry). Morally he not only failed to 
exalt religious and social life, but, rather, he de- 
graded them. Nor is it true that he significantly ex- 
panded the spiritual autonomy of the individual, his 
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liberty and independence. At the very same time as 
he abolished for millions of Germans the authority 
of the Pope, he introduced a new authority, a new 
tyranny over religious views and the life of the 
Spirit: the authority of the state, or the prince who in 
those days was the embodiment of the state. For the 
Germans who accepted the Reformation, Luther did 
away with the Vatican as a concrete universal insti- 
tution located in Rome, but not with the concept of 
“Vatican,” not with the idea of a compulsory warden- 
ship of man’s thoughts and belief. Instead of one Vat- 
ican—ten and more local Vaticans arose: as many 
Vaticans as there were Protestant rulers. Members of 
the various non-conformist sects held that every 
Christian had the right to interpret the Bible accord- 
ing to his own understanding and conscience, and 
that faith is an act of individual liberty. The true re- 
formers, by their inclinations and spiritual impulse, 
were those plebeian rebels who could boast of no 
great erudition or literary gifts—not Luther; for, in 
effect, Luther transformed every little ruler in his 
domain into an independent pope, who could, and 
should, have dominion over the minds and souls of 
his subjects. Cujus regio, ejus religio—this totali- 
tarian principle took root in Germany by virtue of 
the Lutheran Reformation. Luther went so far as to 
prohibit a breach with Rome if lacking the consent 
of the prince. Whether the populace was to remain 
Roman Catholic or become Protestant (Lutheran) 
depended on the prince’s decision. He could decide 
on behalf of his subjects, and they were bound to 
obey his command. Pastors were to be appointed by 
authority, not elected (ecclesiastical Gauleiters, to 
use a Hitler term), and appointment lay in the hands 
of the secular ruler: the King, the Emperor, the 
Elector, the Prince. How totalitarian was Luther’s 
thought on this point may be seen by an example of 
“liberalism” he later showed: A community is en- 
titled, he proclaimed, not to recognize a pastor ap- 
pointed to minister to it, but in that case it must emi- 
grate to another state. So long as “subjects” reside 
upon the territory of their prince, the ruler’s will 
must not be opposed. i: 

The sanctification of the state, one might say even 
its apotheosis, was Luther’s work in Germany. The 
Fuehrer principle (which the Catholic Church, even 
at the nadir of its degradation in that age, could 
never accept, since the Church is based upon a univer- 
salist-theocratic mythos) was first introduced in Ger- 
man history, as a crystallized doctrine, by the Lutheran 
Reformation. 


LUTHER is therefore a sinister political landmark in 
German history, and rarely has the founder of a new, 
or the reinterpreter of an old, religion so deeply 
stained his memory unto distant generations, as did 
Luther by his attitude to the peasant rebellion. When 
peasants asked him, “What shall we do, if the au- 
thorities do not cease to oppress us?” he did not 
ponder long, but answered, “If rulers are wicked and 
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unjust, it does not mean that one may rebel against 
them. Three other ways are open for you: You must 
confess your sins; you must pray God with contrite 
hearts to take up your cause against the rulers who 
oppress you; and you must make your mouths organs 
of Christ's spirit. These are your Christian ‘rights’.” 
One must not be misled here. Luther’s counsel to the 
peasants has nothing to do with Christian pacifism, 
with the idea of not repaying evil with evil or fighting 
force with force. He was no German Gandhi, or Tol- 
stoi, or Kagawa, with a doctrine of spiritual, instead 
of physical resistance. He preached “pacifism” only 
to one side—to the oppressed, not the oppressors, 
the innocent, not the guilty. For the princes and lords 
he had no word of direct reproach. In time of rela- 
tive tranquillity, he permitted himself the liberty of 
saying that a wise prince is a “rara avis,” a rare bird 
—and a pious prince, an even greater rarity (and 
nonetheless one is duty-bound to render obedience to 
an unwise and impious ruler, for might carries with 
it the element of right). But when a violent social 
conflict arose and Luther preached evangelical sub- 
missiveness to the oppressed, he did not call upon 
the princes to repent, to fulfill their duties towards 
their aggrieved fellow-men, but he incited them to 
a bloody punitive expedition: 

“Treat the rebels like mad dogs. Beat them, the 
scoundrels. He does best, who throttles them first 
(that is, even if he is not directly provoked). It is 
good and right that everyone should fall upon them 
without awaiting a positive command.” 

Luther in fact called for a mass pogrom against 
the revolutionary peasants. He gave religious sanc- 
tion to the great blood-bath in which the peasant 
rebellion was drowned. He was an important factor 
in the eradication of the just-emerging economic and 
religious deinocracy which was tragically fighting for 
life in the depths of the German people’s soul, four 
centuries ago. The spiritual foundations of the total- 
itarian state in Germany were laid by Martin Luther, 
the “great reformer” and “liberator of the Christian 
spirit.” If the survivors of the peasant rebellion later 
named him “Doctor Liar” instead of “Doctor Luther” 
(for they had naively believed at the initial stage of 
the Reformation that it also meant social liberation), 
and if the tragic hero of the German drama, Thomas 
Muenzer, called him “The princes’ slave,” they well 
knew why they did so. 

Subsequeni German history, however—to be sure, 
with certain interruptions and deviations—went more 
in Luther's way than in Thomas Muenzer’s. In more 
than one sense, Luther is the symbol of Germany’s 
curse, of its social and moral ill-fatedness. 


IT SHOULD, perhaps, not be surprising if Luther left 
behind as a legacy to Germany a peculiarly German 
variant of anti-Semitism. His attitude to Jews still 
needs special (and I should be inclined to say, psy- 
choanalytic) investigation. His transition from toler- 
ation to Jew-hatred has not yet been thoroughly 
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studied. In the early period of his fight against the 
Catholic Church, he also fought the traditional anti- 
Semitism and the persecution of Jews which had 
been characteristic of almost all Catholic States. With 
great pathos, he cried out in his pamphlet Jesus Was 
Born a Jew: “Our fools and jackasses, our priests, 
bishops, sophists, and monks have treated the Jews 
in such a manner, that if one wished to become a true 
Christian he might better become a Jew.” Or: “If I 
were a Jew and saw what imbeciles and babblers lead 
and rule Christendom, I should rather become a 
swine than a Christian. They treated Jews like dogs, 
not like men, and would not remember that the Jews 
are close kindred, blood brothers of our Saviour. If 
we are to begin to pride ourselves upon the virtues of 
our race, we must remember that Christ belongs more 
to them than to us. To no other people has God 
shown so much favor, as when he entrusted to the 
Jews the Holy Word.” 

A short time later quite another tune was heard 
from the same mouth. Jesus’ blood brothers suddenly 
became ‘‘a race which is to us a burden, a plague and 
a curse.” He did not fail even to proclaim a concrete 
program for dealing with the people to whom “God 
entrusted the Holy Word.” Their synagogues should 
be burned; all their Hebrew books—even the Bible 
and prayer-books—destroyed; the ghettos should be 
wiped off the face of the earth, and the inhabitants 
thereof should be forced to live like gypsies without 
a roof over their heads. Jewish trade and especially 
“the venomous profession of Jewish medicine” should 
be utterly eradicated; they should be given no em- 
ployment, but forced labor of the meanest and most 
degrading character should be imposed upon them. 
And to top all this, he proposed a special Protestant 
Inquisition for the Jews: “I would threaten to cut 
their tongues out from their throats, if they refuse to 
accept the Christian proof (!) that God is a Trinity, 
not a plain Unity.” 


ENOUGH. And let us not ask why and how Luther 
was “suddenly” transformed into an anti-Semite, with 
almost all the features of a modern Nazi (except 
that he was ready to convert Jews to Christianity: a 
residue from Catholic universalism. ... .) It will 
suffice to consider only two sides of the matter. 

First, Luther in the beginning believed that his 
fight against anti-Semitism would induce German 
Jews to accept him as their teacher, and that he would 
arouse in them a “natural” impulse toward Chris- 
tianity in its “purified” form. He quickly discovered 
his error. Jews remained as “‘stiff-necked” as before. 
They disappointed, nay, “deceived” him: didn’t they 
remain “ a state within a state”? Cujus regio, ejus 
religio—in a Christian state all the subjects must be 
Christians. Jews were rebels in that they remained 
Jewish. And a rebel was, in Luther's eyes, the same, 
if not worse, than an arch-heretic. 

A second—and perhaps more important—side 
of the matter was that in the revolutionary sectarian 
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movements wLich Luther fought with so much sadis- 
tic fanaticism, he discerned clear traces of the Old 
Testament activist ethos, of pre-Christian and, in his 
opinion, anu-Christian social optimism. The belief 
of the rebellious sectarians that God’s law is superior 
to any law ordained by flesh and blood; their pas- 
sionate effort both to free the individual and society 
from sin and consecrate life not only with “faith” 
but also, and primarily, with “works”; their dream of 
human equality and of a religious life based on in- 
wardness, not upon outside authority; their anti-to- 
talitarianism and refusal to recognize the existing 
state as the embodiment of right; and their ardent 
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belief, that it is in accord with God's will actively to 
fight injustice and oppression—all this reminded him 
of that Jewish optimism and activism which stood 
in glaring contrast to the Christian meekness and 
passivity he recommended for all the downtrodden 
and humiliated. The “Jewish spirit” must be wiped 
out from among the Germans. And Jews—whoever 
they might be—were, willy-nilly, the bearers of that 
rebellious democracy which strove to assert itself 
through the peasant uprisings. That was enough for 
Luther. 

Hitler is Luther Redivivus, said a Nazi intellectual 
back in 1933. He was not entirely mistaken. . . . 


Palestine: Problem and Promise 


by Ben Halpern 


III. Economic Po.icy 
TH CONTINUED DEVELOPMENT of industry 


in Palestine is a major element in any post-war 
plan for the absorption of large numbers of Jewish 
immigrants. It happens that, owing to the abnormal 
conditions of war, Palestine industry has come under 
a tight system of government control. Nobody can 
now complain that, at least in sheer extent of laws 
and administrative machinery, the Palestine govern- 
ment is passive with regard to the industrial economy 
of the country. But it is another question whether 
government activity in controlling Palestine indus- 
try is today, or can in the near future become adapted 
to the needs of an expanding and advancing economy, 
such as is sketched in outline by the Nathan-Gass- 
Creamer book Palestine: Problem and Promise. 


The Problem of Deflation 


WARTIME controls, many of which are still retained 
to this day, were applied first of all in relation to 
Palestine’s international trade. In transactions be- 
tween Great Britain and the so-called sterling bloc 
countries, belonging to the British Empire or closely 
related to it through political and trade ties (and, in 
many cases, having the value of their currency fixed 
in terms of sterling), British debts, amounting to 
very large sums, were not paid currently but accumu- 
lated in “blocked” sterling—that is they were re- 
corded as pound sterling book balances held by the 
other countries in London. These credits could be 
used only for purchases in Great Britain. For lack of 
British goods to export, the countries to whom Britain 
was indebted for wartime imports accumulated large 
balances in “blocked sterling.” Palestine alone has a 
current blocked sterling balance of about $560 mil- 
lion. 

In addition, Great Britain and cooperating sterling 
bloc countries set up a “Dollar Pool” of the credits 
arising from their exports to the United States. This 


common fund of dollars is administered from Lon- 
don. Each country is then allocated a fixed quota of 
dollars which it may use during stated periods in 
order to purchase imports from the United States.’ 
Beyond these quotas, countries participating in the 
Dollar Pool are forced to buy most of their needs 
within the sterling bloc. 

In addition to the above restrictions, Palestine’s 
international trade was confined during the war, and 
still remains confined to channels laid down by the 
Middle East Supply Center. The temporary closing 
of the Mediterranean by the Germans and Italians, 
as well as the persistent shortage of shipping space, 
made it necessary for Great Britain and her allies to 
consolidate and ration imports for the Middle East 
through a single agency. The Middle East Supply 
Center, first organized as a British wartime agency 
and later conducted in cooperation with the United 
States, now again operates as a British administra- 
tion which exercises general supervision over the 
import policy of Palestine and neighboring countries. 
Palestinian manufacturers seeking to buy machinery 
or raw materials, or wholesalers wishing to bring in 
consumers’ goods must apply for import licenses to 
the government. The government, in line with a 
general policy Jaid down by Middle East Supply 
Center, determines how much the importer may pur- 
chase abroad and at what ports he may buy. 


THE POLICY of the Palestine government during the 
war regarditig imports was in line with the Middle 
East Supply Center’s aim of conserving shipping 
space by making the region as far as possible self-sup- 


1One of the features of the Anglo-American loan agreement, 
just confirmed by Congress, is the understanding that Great Britain 
will try to have its sterling bloc creditors write off a part of 
Britain’s indebtedness to them. As a sort of compensation (from 
which the United States will benefit no less than the countries 
participating in the Dollar Pool), Great Britain is to release a 
part of the blocked sterling standing to the credit of such countries 
for conversion into dollars, enabling them to buy more freely in 
the United States market. 
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plying. For wheat and meat products, which Palestine 
consumers before the war had drawn from as far 
afield as Australia on the one side, and Rumania on 
the other, the country was now directed to purchase 
from the rather slim markets of neighboring (mainly 
Arab) countries. On the other hand, the impossibility 
in the Middle East of getting sufficient manufactured 
goods from pre-war sources, gave Jewish industry a 
chance to supply local civilian needs, in addition to 
military aeeds. Palestine industry utilized this op- 
portunity so well (though with little governmental 
encouragement or support) that it now has excellent 
prospects for future growth. 

Whether or not Jewish industry is able to utilize 
these prospects to the full depends upon how rapidly 
and how effectively Palestine will handle its peculiar 
post-war “reconversion” problem. That problem is 
not mainly the technological one of reorganizing war 
industries for peacetime production. Palestine indus- 
try, as Mr. Creamer points out “produced very few 
ordnance items; most of the articles were quarter- 
master’s supplies. Consequently, the problem of tech- 
nical conversion of plants from wartime production 
is a negligible one.”* The “reconversion” problem 
of industry in Palestine is one rather of coping with 
the crippling effects of Middle Eastern inflation. This 
economic plague is less marked in Palestine than in 
the surrounding countries, but it is still extreme 
enough to constitute a serious hindrance to the coun- 
try’s budding industry in post-war competition with 
the advanced industrial producers of Western Europe 
and the United States, where prices and costs were 
kept under control during the war. 

The central problem of the transition period for 
Palestine industry is thus the problem of deflation. 
Government policy occupies a central position in the 
program outlined by Nathan, Gass, and Creamer for 
carrying out Palestine’s post-war deflation along such 
lines as will enhance the country’s industrial pros- 
pects rather than destroy them. On this point, Mr. 
Gass makes the following pertinent remarks: 

“The sequence in which imports become available from 
overseas is very important. If basic foodstuffs, fodders, 
raw materials, and industrial equipment become available 
first, Palestinian farmers and manufacturers will be in a 
position to prepare themselves to withstand foreign com- 
petition in processed foods and manufacturers.” On the 
other hand, to the extent that processed goods become 
available before raw and intermediate products, a crisis 
can hardly be avoided in Palestine. Since the inflated price 
structure was built up within a framework of Govern- 
ment controls, Government has a special responsibility to 
administer the relaxation of these controls in such a way 
as to avoid any unnecessary dislocation.” (p. 597) 
Elsewhere (p. 599ff) Mr. Gass demonstrates in 

detail that monetary devaluation is mot a suitable 
method to help Palestine overcome the handicaps 
of war-induced inflation. 

It is interesting to note the complete and bland 


* Palestine; Problem & Promise, P. 491. 
ss use the enumerated items determined the costs of produc- 
tion of Palestinian farmers and manufacturers.—B.H. 
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indifference with which the Report of the Anglo- 
American Inquiry Committee skirts the whole issue 
of a government policy to bring about a controlled 
deflation in Palestine. Recommendation No. 8 on 
Economic Development and the Comment attached 
to it make no reference to the matter whatsoever. A 
lengthy section in the body of the report (Chapter 
IV: Geography and Economics) describes with some 
emphasis the economic distortion and uncertainties 
brought about by wartime inflation. However, re- 
garding government measures to meet this problem, 
rather fully described in the Nathan-Gass-Creamer 
book as well as by other economic commentators, the 
Report has only the following rather supercilious 
comment. 

“Some take the view that increased immigration and a 
free flow of imported supplies will automatically precipi- 
tate such a fall in wages and prices as will substantially 
reduce costs of production and bring the cost of living 
down to something like the British level. Others complain 
that the Government does nothing to reduce the cost of 
living, without being quite sure what the Government 
ought to do about it.” 

On the other hand, regarding monetary devalua- 
tion, which Mr. Gass shows could hardly benefit the 
Palestine economy in its present situation, but which, 
on the other hand, would mean a welcome reduction 
in the valne of the British debt in blocked sterling 
to Palestine, the Report comments: 

“... the gross overvaluation of the Palestine pound in 
relation to the pound sterling presents a further impedi- 
ent to successful competition in export markets and an 
added inducement to competitive imports.” 


Just what is the Palestine Government's present 
foreign trade policy, of which, as the Anglo-Amer- 
ican Committee notes, so many complain? Just what 
do Palestinian critics, no less than Nathan, Gass and 
Creamer, suggest the government might “do about 
it”? 

The war has been over for more than a year, and 
the military conditions which imposed special diff- 
culties on overseas trade to and from Palestine have 
been overcome for more than three years. Neverthe- 
less, a strict system of trade control still keeps Pal- 
estine bound to its abnormal reliance for needed sup- 
plies upon the inadequate production of the sterling 
bloc and the inflation area of the Middle-East. 

Nathan, Gass, and Creamer point out the im- 
portance of allowing Palestinian manufacturers at the 
earliest possible date to import machinery and to get 
raw material from low price markets in order to be 
able to produce in competition with other industrial 
zones. Yet Palestinian manufacturers still find it hard 
to get permission to import machinery from the 
United States. They are fortunate in the fact that 
American Jews contribute large sums to Zionist 
funds, and Britain can hardly refuse to allow this 
source of dollar exchange to be used for purchases in 
the United States. But if the barrier of the Dollar 
Pool may be circumvented in this way, there still 
remains the barrier of import licenses. Manufacturers 
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wishing to import machinery or semi-manufactured 
goods are generally asked why they do not try to buy 
these in Great Britain rather than the United States. 
Upon seeking what they need in England, they find 
that it will be years before their orders can be filled; 
and even then the Argentine and similar markets 
will be given precedence. 

The situation is quite as bad with respect to food- 
stuffs and certain raw materials which can be ob- 
tained in Middle Eastern countries. To this day the 
Palestine government forces wholesalers to purchase 
these goods in the outrageously inflated markets of 
neighboring (mainly Arab) countries, refusing im- 
port licenses for goods to be purchased in the low 
price countries which were Palestine’s normal sup- 
pliers before the war. That prices for foodstuffs and 
raw materials from Syria, Iraq etc. have gone so ab- 
normally high is not altogether a consequence of the 
pressure of demand on a limited supply, resulting 
from the shipping shortage. It is several years since 
the shipping shortage could be regarded as the reason 
why Palestine had to buy in those inflated markets. 
But even when this was a critical factor, there were 
other, artificial forces tending to push prices up fan- 
tastically in the Middle East. In brief, the whole area 
from Turkey and Iran to Portugal, including the 
Arab countries, was the scene of a feverish competi- 
tion and economic warfare between the Allies and 
the Axis. Prices in this area were set by the process of 
preemptive purchases, where bidding was not meas- 
ured by the economic necessity of getting the goods 
but by the political importance of keeping them from 
the enemy. Thinly veiled bribery of the ruling circles 
in Middle Eastern countries, in order to keep them 
more or less in the Allied camp, was also a factor not 
without significance in raising the price level in those 
countries. 

This price level is still maintained at unconscion- 
able heights, and Palestine continues to pay into the 
coffers of Middle Eastern profiteers vast sums of tri- 
bute as a result of the policy of forcing Palestine 
merchants to buy from these grossly inflated markets. 
These sums are conveyed partly in the form of sub- 
sidies for imports from Middle Eastern countries 
paid by the Palestine government out of taxes, so 
that prices to the consumer in Palestine stand at a 
less inflated level. But even the resulting prices to 
consumers are a heavy load upon the Palestinian cost 
of living, wage structure, and cost of production, and 
stand in the way of the controlled deflation Nathan, 
Gass, and Creamer recommend for Palestine. 


Ir 1s fairly obvious, however, that controlled defla- 
tion in Palestine is not the major interest of the Brit- 
ish government, whose policy coincides with British 
Middle Eastern diplomacy generally. They are more 
interested in maintaining the artificial “regionalism” 





‘On this point see Emanuel Neumann, “Economic Regionalism 
in the Near East,” Jewish FRONTIER, March 1943; David Horo- 
witz, “The Middle East and Palestine,” Jewish FRONTIER, January 
1946. 
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created between Palestine and neighboring Arab 
countries during the war, as a part of the scheme 
which, in the field of international politics, led to the 
formation of the Arab League. If this impedes the 
industrial development of Jewish Palestine; hinders 
it in competition, next year or the year after, with— 
let us say—British manufacturers, forces the Pales- 
tinian taxpayer to continue subsidizing not only the 
Transjordan government, but the profiteers of Iraq 
and Syria as well—the Palestine government faces 
these prospects with stoic calm. 


It should not be surprising, therefore, when one 
observes what would otherwise seem like the pecu- 
liar twists which the Anglo-American Committee 
Report gives to its discussion of Economsc Develop- 
ment. The argument of Recommendation No. 8 is as 
follows: 1) it notes that programs for agricultural 
development have been offered which, if successfully 
carried into effect, would increase the “absorptive 
capacity” and raise the living standards of Palestine; 
2) it then produces the unfailing joker of the whole 
Report and the ace-in-the-hole of every British argu- 
mentation on Palestine since the White Paper—that 
the projects will fail unless there is peace in the coun- 
try; 3) finally, it urges the additional premise that 
some of these plans, like the Jordan Valley Authority 
project, involve water sources originating in neigh- 
boring Arab countries and, consequently, “discussion 
and execution of these plans (should) be conducted, 
from the start and throughout, in full consideration 
and cooperation not only with the Jewish Agency 
but also with the governments of the neighboring 
Arab States directly affected.” Obviously, these “rec- 
ommendations” recommend very little, constituting 
in effect merely general statements of fact or prin- 
ciple remotely relevant to recommendations which 
might be made. The actual proposals of the Com- 
mittee occur in the Comment on Recommendation 
No. 8. Two points in this Comment call attention to 
uae Arab factor: In one, the Committee concludes, 
..in the premise that Arabs, in contrast to the Jews, 
do not enjoy “the advantage of abundant capital pro- 
vided on such terms as to make economic return a 
secondary consideration,” that development projects 
should be financed by Jewish charity and run by the 
government—obviously largely in the Arab interest. 
(We have dealt with this topic in the preceding 
article of this series.) In another point, the Com- 
mittee concludes that it would be desirable to develop 
further the “full and free interchange of goods and 
services with neighboring (Arab) countries.” In fact, 
it should be developed so far that it might “ultimate- 
ly lead to something like a customs union—an objec- 
tive already in mind as between the surrounding 
countries of the Arab League.” 

If British Middle East officials have some such 
objective in mind, it explains their persistence in 
binding Palestine to the inflated economy of the 
neighboring countries. Under the circumstances, it is 
apparent why the Anglo-American Inquiry Commit- 
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tee hardly mentions the Nathan-Gass-Creamer pro- 
posals for controlled deflation. 


Fiscal and Tax Policy 


EVENTUALLY, no doubt British wartime controls in 
Palestine will be dropped. What will be the policy 
then? 


In its prewar economic policy of laissez-faire (con- 
ducted with respect to international trade under the 
sanction of Article 18 of the Mandate, which pro- 
hibited tariff discrimination in Palestine against any 
League of Nations member), the British government 
nevertheless exerted a powerful, though automatic, 
influence upon economic development. Like any 
other government it collected taxes, direct and in- 
direct, and issued currency for Palestine. 


As Mr. Gass points out in detail (Chapters 21 & 
28), the Palestine government’s fiscal and tax policy 
was decidedly regressive in its effect. Palestine cur- 
rency was covered by a pound for pound gold sterling 
reserve held in London, which was not used to fi- 
nance needed public projects in Palestine, but was in- 
vested in British and dominion securities. Taxes were 
carried over from the old Turkish system which 
levied on land, imports (customs), local industrial 
production (excise), and the use of government 
services (licenses and other fees). 


Various “reforms” were introduced in haphazard 
fashion by the British government; they show none- 
theless a certain pattern. The Turkish land taxes, in- 
cluding the tithe and other agricultural imposts, bore 
heavily and unjustly on the Arab peasant. The British 
undertook to remedy this evil not by fundamentally 
reforming the law but by generally failing to enforce 
it. “The burden of taxes on land and agriculture was 
diminished by decreases in tax rates, underassessment, 
far-reaching forgiveness of taxes in bad years, and lax 
enforcement?” On the other hand, “the land registra- 
tion ‘fee’ emerged as the most important single land 
tax—almost as important in 1934-46 and 1943-44 
as all other land and property taxes together. Since 
Jews were the important net buyers of land (in a 
‘sellers’ market’), they bore almost all of this tax. It 
was, in fact, a charge imposed on Jewish colonization 
in Palestine.” (p. 343) The principle of taxation fol- 
lowed by the British Government was simply to col- 
lect money wherever it was most easily to be taken; 
and since they proceeded on the general premise that 
Jews enjoyed “the advantage of abundant capital, 
provided on such terms as to make economic” consid- 
erations of secondary importance, the easiest way to 
get it was from the Jews. It was partly because of this 
underlying policy that the first more or less progres- 
sive tax measure, the income tax, introduced during 
the war and collected mainly from Jews, was re- 
sented even by some of those who were disposed to 
favor it on general grounds. 


MR. GASS proposes a quite different fiscal and tax sys- 
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tem for Palestine. He suggests elaborate methods 
whereby eventually the resources of the Palestine 
Currency Board would be used in Palestine to stimu- 
late economic development. He suggests a new rev- 
enue system based on progressive taxes on income 
(hitting mainly Jews), capital gains (which are 
chiefly derived, in Palestine, from land sales by 
Arabs), and inheritance (which again would be 
obtained chiefly from Arabs). 


Bluntly, this program has not the slightest chance 
of being adopted—and the Anglo-American Com- 
mittee, of course, does not mention it. The reason 
why it can hardly be adopted is outlined in the fol- 
lowing paragraph of the Committee Report, which 
has a particular relevance to this point, although it 
was written in a slightly different context: 

“Since every administrative question, however insignif- 
icant in itself, is liable to be transformed into a political 
issue by one community or the other there is a natural 
tendency for every action to be carefully scrutinized at 
the center. The slowness of the administration in dealing 
with matters not at first sight political, against which 
complaint is often made, is partly a result of this and 
partly of the fact that the chief secretary, through whose 
hands all important business must pass, is himself obliged 
to give much of his time to conducting relations of a 
quasi-displomatic character with the leaders of the Arab 
and Jewish communities.” (Chapter VIII, para. 19) 


Conclusion 


OUR COMPARISON of the Nathan-Gass-Creamer pro- 
posals with current British practice and with the rec- 
ommendations of the Anglo-American Inquiry Com- 
mittee (necessarily incomplete as this comparison is) 
shows that very little indeed of the progressive policy 
outlined by the American economists has been or is 
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likely to be adopted. We must now devote a few 
words to the question why this is so. 

Nathan, Gass, and Creamer did not have to decide 
whether there should or should not be a Jewish ma- 
jority and a Jewish State in Palestine. They could 
proceed on the happy assumption that things could 
develop normally toward that goal on the basis of 
the political status of Palestine and Jewish rights 
there laid down or implied in the Mandate. The 
Anglo-American Inquiry Committee, on the other 
hand, had to decide, among other matters, what new 
political set-up it would propose in Palestine. As we 
know, it decided there should be “no Jewish state.” It 
also declared, to be sure, that there would be “no 
Arab state” either. But in its plan, as in British strat- 
egy, Palestine quite obviously occupied a special place 
as an integral part of a regional security scheme to be 
anchored in the Arab League, with British support. 
In this strategic plan, Jews were both an extraneous 
and a minority element. And every schoolboy knows 
that the “authorities” prefer small to large minorities, 
especially when they are regarded as being “extra- 
neous.” 

The Anglo-American Inquiry Committee refrained 
from setting ultimate numerical limits on Jewish 
growth in Palestine. But in the economic proposals it 
made, or failed to make, it indicates informal but ef- 
fective guarantees whereby the extraneous Jewish 
minority could be kept small. 

The only chance for the acceptance of the pro- 
gressive economic proposals of Nathan, Gass, and 
Creamer would be for a political decision to be taken 
which would not be based on fear of, but on hope for 
and confidence in, a Jewish majority and a Jewish 
state. 
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IRAN IN HISTORY AND POLITICS 
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and in the east annexed parts of the 
Indian Punjab, the empire reached the 


IRAN, by William S. Haas. New York. 
Columbia University Press. 1946. 
Maps, illustrations, appendices, in- 
dex. Pp. 273. $3.30. 


Recent happenings in Iran (Soviet 
Russian penetration into Azerbaijan 
province through the establishment of 
a pro-Russian puppet government, and 
the discussions of the Iranian question 
by the United Nations’ Security Coun- 
cil) have attracted world-wide atten- 
tion to this ancient land of the Middle 
East. Professor Haas’s work, a timely 
publication detailing the fundamentals 
of Iran’s cultural, social, religious and 
political history, with special emphasis 
on the events of recent years and with 
a discussion of future prospects, is a 
welcome addition to the none too 
plentiful literature on the subject. 


The author’s estimate of Iran’s place 
in cultural and political history is 
summed up in the following passage: 

“There are countries, such as Egypt, 
whose recorded history dates back far- 
ther than that of Iran. There are others, 
China and Japan, whose existence as 
nations was never interrupted, where- 
as Iran suffered on her way all the 
vicissitudes to which a nation may be 
exposed. However, none but Italy can 
pretend to have so deeply interlaced 
with the fate of humanity as Iran...” 

In its heyday during the 6th century 
B. C., ancient Iran was in no way in- 
ferior to the Roman Empire at the 
zenith of its power and glory. “Under 
Cambyses II (died in 521 B. C.) who 
conquered Egypt, and Darius I who 
pushed the frontier as far as the Dan- 
ube, subdued Thrace and Macedonia, 


peak of its power. It surpassed in size 
the empire which the Romans built 
up later on.” (p. 8) 

Prof. Haas points out that, basing 
their policy upon the Zoroastrian ideal 
that good must be helped by man to 
victory over evil, most of the Persian 
Kings practised toleration and ac- 
knowledged that they should follow the 
path of justice and equity towards all 
their fellow men. “It seems, indeed, 
that the Persian Kings treated the sub- 
ject peoples with fairness and indul- 
gence, neither interfering with their 
living conditions nor depriving them 
of their religions. If the kings publicly 
paid reverence to and worshiped the 
high gods of the great nations they 
had subdued, as did Cambyses to Am- 
mon after the conquest of Egypt, this 
act of political wisdom was destined 
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to conciliate the people and to win 
over the priesthood, but it must not be 
considered religious indifferences or 
eclecticism.” 

In the light of modern historical 
research, the struggle between the 
Greeks and Persians during the first 
half of the fifth century cannot be 
hailed as the victory of the superior 
over the inferior civilization. “The 
Greeks themselves never failed to rec- 
ognize the high qualities of the Per- 
sians and to appreciate their civiliza- 
tion, as is amply testified by the Greek 
historians.” 

In the Roman Empire the idea of 
uniting the world into one secular 
order—that of the Roman Law—pre- 
vailed, while the Achaemenian kings 
were influenced by the idea of a “di- 
vine mission” to establish a world- 
embracing empire governed by a moral 
order. “This attitude is in harmony 
with and a direct outcome of their 
Zoroastrian creed, which imposed upon 
them the duty of uniting the good 
forces in the name of the Supreme 
God.” Thus Persian political philos- 
ophy had the same basic idea of the 
“duty of the rulers” as emphasized 
among the Hindus and the Chinese. 
Yet we find that the author, possibly 
unguardedly, uses the hackneyed and 
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much abused phrase “Oriental despot- 
ism.” To be sure, personal despotism 
existed in the Orient as it existed and 
exists today in the Occident. In fact, 
one of the outstanding examples is the 
“legalized despotism” of the most en- 
lightened Western nations over sub- 
jugated peoples in the East. The re- 
viewer cannot agree with the author 
and other Western historians that des- 
potism is particularly Oriental. 

Prof. Haas’s estimate of Riza Shah 
and his reforms in modern Iran will 
give the reader the impression of a 
patriotic policy based upon distrust of 
two imperialist powers, Britain and 
Soviet Russia. In discussing the out- 
look for Iran’s future, one must keep 
in mind the geo-political significance 
of the country. “In the area of the 
Near and Middle East, Iran occupies a 
distinguished place. It forms the bridge- 
head on the way to Central Asia, it 
bars the way to India, and seen from 
India it appears as a kind of glacis; in 
the south it dominates the waters of 
the Persian Gulf, which is itself an 
arm ‘of the Indian Ocean. The moun- 
tain ranges constituting Iran’s western 
and northwestern borders merge into 
Anatolia, Armenia and the Caucasus, 
while the lowlands of the southwest, 
interrupted only by the Shatt al Arab, 
form a continuum with southern Meso- 
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potamia and so lead into Arabia 
proper. Iran has suffered and benefited 
from this privileged position. The great 
Achaemenian kings made Iran the cen- 
ter of a world-wide empire by pushing 
her borders across the Mediterranean 
in the west and deep into Central Asia 
even as far as the Indus River. But 
Alexander and the Arabs invaded Iran 
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from the west, northwest and south- 
west, and from the northeastern gate 
came the Seljuq Turks and the Mon- 
gol conquerors. In modern times, the 
British look at Iran as the bulwark 
protecting India, the Russians as a 
much-coveted outlet to the warm seas, 
and it is mainly for these reasons that 
Iran became in the nineteenth century 
one of the focal points of international 
interest.” 

Today not only the strategic posi- 
tion of Iran, but also her resources 
(oil, etc.) have become a source of in- 
ternational rivalry. She is a pawn in 
the game of power politics; and thus 
her future is uncertain. “So the future 
of Iran depends largely upon whether 
or not the country will be allowed to 
find its own way unhampered by fox- 
eign interference. Therefore, the do- 
mestic problem of Iran is tied up with 
her foreign relations and with the in- 
ternational situation in general.” 

Regarding Soviet policy Professor 
Haas writes: “There is no doubt that 
for a long time to come Russia’s only 
concern will be to reconstruct and to 
develop her own country. This means 
that they may well abandon the ex- 
pansionist policy of the czars and leave 
the Communist world revolution to 
chance.” (p. 240) Recent develop- 
ments suggest rather that Soviet Rus- 
sia is committed to the partition of 
Iran, and to revolution in the country 
so that a pro-Soviet puppet govern- 
ment may be installed at Teheran, giv- 
ing Soviet Russia control over the 
country’s resources as well as the Per- 
sian Gulf and the adjoining region. 
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